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-choice of individuals at an overall cost the 
Nation can reasonably afford, Congress should 
act to facilitate the prompt termination of 
involuntary inductions and a transition to 
an effective voluntary system for the procure· 
ment of military manpower.'" 

Redesl.gnate paragraphs (2). (3). (4), and 
( 5) of the first section of the bill as para· 
graphs (3). (4).- (5). and (6), respectively. 

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, I 
should like to make an inquiry of the 
majority leader. Does the leadership plan 
to adjourn now, at this point, or what 
is the plan? 

Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr. 
President, it is the plan to recess until 
12 o'clock noon tomorrow, but it is my 
understanding that the distinguished 
Senator ftom Illinois [Mr. PERCY] wishes 
the Senator from Oregon to yield to him 
briefly for a comment at this time. 

Mr. PERCY. No, I will withhold that 
until tomorrow. 

RECESS 
Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr. 

President, if there is no further business 
to come before the Senate, I move that 
the Senate stand in recess until 12 o'clock 
noon tomorrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and <at 
4 o'clock and 41 minutes p.m.) the Senate 
took a recess until tomorrow) Thursday, 
May 11, 1967, at 12 o'clock meridan. 

CONFffiMATIONS 
Executive nominations confirmed by 

the Senate May 10, 1967: -
DEPARTMENT OJ' STATE 

Robert H. McBride, of the District of Co· 
lumbia, a Foreign Service omcer of class 1, 
to be Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni
potentiary of the United States of America 
to the Democratic Republic of the Congo. 

AGENCY J'OR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 
R. Peter Straus, of New York, to be an As

sistant Administrator of the Agency for In
terna tlonal Development. · 

_ IN THE ARMY 
The following-named omcers, under the 

provisions of. title 10, United States Code, 
section 3066, to be assigned to positions of 
importance and responsibility designated by 
the President under subsection (a) of sec· 
tion 3066, in grade as follows: 

To be lieutenant generals 
Maj. Gen. W111iam Bradford Rosson, 

023556, Army of the United States (colonel, 
U.S. Army). 

Maj. Gen. Hany Herndon Critz, 019786, 
U.S. Army. 

Maj. Gen. Frederick Carlton Weyand, 
033736, Army of the United StateS' (colonel, 
U.S. Army). 

Maj. Gen. Albert Ollie Connor, 020699, 
U.S. Army. 

Ma.J. Gen. Robert Howard York, 021341, 
Army of the United States (brigadier general, 
U.S. Army). 

Maj. Gen. Harry Wllliam Osborn Kinnard, 
021990, Army of the United States (brigadier 
general, U.S. Army). 

IN THE Am FORCE 
The nominations beginning William D. 

Abraham, to be second lieutenant, and ending 
Thomas A. Stevenson, to be second lleuten· 
ant, which nominations were received by the 
Senate and appeared in the- CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD on April 28, 1967 (GAF) • 

IN THE ARMY' 
The nominations beginning William M. 

Ga.res, Jr., to· be first lieutenant, and ·ending 

Robert W. Worthing. to be second lieutenant, 
which nominations were received by the Sen
ate and appeared tn the CONGRESSIONAL REC· 
ORD on May l, 1967 (6A)1. 

•• ..... • • 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

WEDNESDAY, MAY 10, 1967 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Edward G. Latch, 

D.D., offered the following prayer: 
0 give thanks unto the Lord; for He is 

good: for His mercy endureth forever.
Psalm 106 : 1. 

O God of truth and love, who art 
worthy of a nobler praise than our lips 
can utter, and worthy of a greater love 
than our hearts can offer, in Thy pres· 
ence we bow this moment as into Thy 
hands we commit our lives. 

May the thoughts in our minds become 
channels for Thy goodness, may the no· 
ble dreams in our hearts find their ful· 
fillment in Thee and may the work of 
our hands be honest and true. Together 
may we build a greater Nation and a bet
ter world upon the foundations of the 
faith of our fathers and our faith in the 
possibility of a new day. 

Open our eyes to the manifestations of 
Thy spirit in .our world. Give us courage 
in weakness, steady us when we would 
fall, enlarge our sympathies that we may 
become brothers to all the sons of men. 
Make us a people grateful for our privi
leges, faithful in our stewardship, and 
sensitive to the need of our countrymen. 
In the Master's name we pray. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 
The Journal of the proceedings of yes· 

terday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. 

Arrington, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had passed, with amend· 
ment in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested, a bill of the House of 
the following title: 

H.R. 6950'. An a.ct to restore the investment 
credit and the allowance of accelerated de· 
preciation in the case of certain real prop· 
erty. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the bill -<H.R. 6950) entitled "An act to 
restore the investment credit and the al· 
lowance of accelerated depreciation in 
the case of certain real property:· re· 
quests a conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and appoints Mr. LoNG of Loui
siana, Mr. SMATHERS, Mr. ANDERSON, Mr. 
GoRE, Mr. WILLIAMS of Delaware, and 
Mr. CARLSON to be the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles, in which . the concurrence of the 
House is requested: 

S. 223. An act to authorize the disposal of 
the Government-owned long-lines commun1· 
cation facilities 1n the State of Alaska, and 
for other purposes; 

S. 449. An act to provide for the popular 
election of the Governor of Guam, and for 
other purposes; · _ 

S. 477. An act for the relief of the Widow 
of Albert M. Pepoon; 

S. 645. An act to provide needed additional 
means for the residents of rural America to 
achieve equality of opportunity by author
izing the making of grants for comprehen
sive planning for public services and devel
opment in community development districts 
approved by the Secretary of Agriculture; 

S.1136. An act to amend section 9 of the 
Act of May 22, 1928 ( 45 Stat. 702), as 
amended and supplemented ( 16 U .s.c. 
581h), relating to surveys of timber and 
other forest resources of the United States, 
and for other purposes; 

S. 1190. An act to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide for the inclusion of 
certain periods of reemployment of annui
tants for the purpose of computing an
nuities of surviving spouses; and 

S. 1320. An a.ct to provide for the acquisi
tion of career status by certain temporary 
employees of the Federal Government, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also ann')unced that the 
Vice President, pursuarr.; to Public Law 
86-42, appointed Mr. STENNIS to attend 
the 10th Canada-United States Inter· 
parliamentary Conferenc.e to be held in 
Ottawa, Canada, May 10 to 14, 1967. 

THE PRESIDENT'S BURDEN OF 
UNFAm CRITICISM 

Mr. BOGGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute, to revise and extend my 
remarks, and t.o include extraneous 
matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman 
from Louisiana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr .. BOGGS. Mr. Speaker .. I want to 

commend President Johnson for the dig· 
nity with which he has faced outrageous 
and hateful abuse from the critics of his 
Vietnam policies. 

I daresay that no .American Pres!· 
dent--including F.D.R. and perhaps 
even Lincoln-has been so vilified by his 
critics as has President Johnson. 

The President, I believe, can take com· 
fort in the fact that the worst invectives 
have traditionally been reserved for our 
greatest Presidents-leaders who topple 
the status quo or who pursue goals with 
the courage of their eonvictionS', in spite 
of enormous counterpressures. 
Thi~ administration is doing what it 

believes to be right, both at home and 
abroad. And I want the record to show 
that there has been n0i suppression of 
individual rights, no pressure brought to 
bear to curb freedom of speech, no ob· 
stacle put in the way of anyone desiring 
to speak their mind on Vietnam or any· 
thing else. 

Free speech-no ·matter how irrespon· 
sible-has never been as unrestricted or 
as uninhibited as it is today. 

Those who doubt this statement are 
cordially invited to read some of the signs 
held by pickets in front of · the White 
House. Or, perhaps, they might want to 
attend the off-Broadway production of 

. "MacBird." 
l relish the freedom that our society 

provides for those wishing to dissent from 
Government policy. But I strongly de-
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plore the abuse of t~s freedom demon
strated by those who savagely attack Mr. 
Johnson's patriotism, integrity, and 
honor. 

The right to speak out does not neces
sarily include the right to be taken seri
ously. That right must be earned. Our 
Nation is involved in great issues of war 
and peace that demand the best from us, 
the ~most reasonable judgments and the 
most careful thought. 

In this regard, I wish that the Presi
dent's scattergun critics would emulate 
the man they are attacking. 

Editorial reaction against vilification 
of our President has been most hearten
ing. I think it is obvious that the over
whelming majority of the American peo
ple are fed up with the irresponsible tac
tics of a minority of dissenters. I include 
at this point in the RECORD a representa
tive sampling of these editorials: 
[From the Wyoming Eagle, Apr. 27, 1967) 

THE RIGHT To PROTEST 
The right of dissent ls inherent in our 

· democratic form of government. Everyone 
has the right to his own opinion-and the 
right to express it. 

It must be recognized always, that there 
are two sides to every controversial question. 

The Constitution of the United States also 
guarantees the right of people "peaceably to 
assemble, and to petition the government for 
a redress of grievances"-the right of peace
able protest, if you will. 

We, and most other Americans, most cer
tainly would defend those rights. 

But we believe some of the recent demon
strations, in protest against <?Ur role in the 
Vietnam war, have gone far beyond the limits 
of decent dissent--even in this freest of free 
nations. 

Pulitzer prize-winning reporter Merriman 
Smith, veteran United Press International 
White House correspondent, said the other 
day that President Johnson has had to bear 
"some of the worst vilification-even ob
scenity-that I've seen or heard" in 25 years 
of covering the White House. 

"At the so-called peace demonstration in 
New York'S Central park the other day," he 
said, "there were grown men carrying signs 
which openly and plainly challenged . the 
President's normalcy-mentally and sex
ually." 

Smith expressed dismay at buttons which 
say "Lee Harvey Oswald, where are you now 
-that we need you" and pamphlets and books 
·which allege that President Johnson engi
neered the death of President Kennedy. 

"This ls not enlightened social change, or 
legitimate dissent or revolution. It ls anarchy, 
born of a highly permissive atmosphere in 
which freedom, at times, seems to be work
ing against the very things for which free
dom supposedly stands," he said. 

When the protestors defend their right 
to protest, we say: "Sure, go ahead. But 
keep your protests peaceable-within the 
limits of common sense.'' 

When protestors complain that critics 
would deny them the right to protest, we 
say: 

"Nuts! Even as you ha-ve the right to pro
test and demonstrate, we have the right, and 
perhaps the duty, to protest against your 
actions--particularly when those actions in
.elude attempts to keep top American offi
cials from speaking, when those actions in
clude burning the American flag, when those 
actions lead to rioting in the streets, and 
when those actions include scurrilous vilifi
cation of the President of the United 
States.'' 

By way ol crlticlzing such actions, we 
would say they are stupid at best, vicious 
and un-American at worst. 

[From the Dallas Morning News, 
·Apr. 27, 1967) 

"FREEDOM" VERSUS FREEDOM 

Reporter Merriman Smith of United Press 
International is the dean of all White House 
correspondents, a respected member of his 
profession, a Pulitzer prize-winner and a man 
who is sick and tired of au the "slimy'' abuse 
heaped on national leaders, the President in 
particular. . 

Smith calls it anarchy in an atmosphere 
"in which freedom, at times, seems to be 
working against the very things for which 
freedom supposedily stands." 

This may explain why the vulgar and 
vicious attacks are without parallel in Ameri
can his·tory; the atmosphere itself is 
unparalleled. 

To Truman, Dewey was the cute Ii ttle man 
on the wedding cake. And the fact that Tru
man came from a state noted for its jack
asses was put to good use by his opposition. 

.Stevenson and Eisenhower were egghead 
and applehead, respectively, depending on 
which side was doing the talking. It was 
"give 'em hell" politics, to be sure, but few of 
the remarks came without a twinkle and a 
trace of a smile. 

Contrast this with the current button ask
ing, "Lee Harvey Oswald, where are you 
now?" And With the harangues that paint 
the Presiden.t as a murderer of young men, 
leading the country to be a great purveyor of 
violence and deceit. 

It has an entirely different ring to it-a 
sick, demented, rotten ring. And, unfor
tunately, it may be just one symptom among 
many that the country sutrers from acute 
moral anemia. 

Reporter Smith calls the malady an over
dose of permissiveness. And he urges the 
American public to take some responsibillty 
for its own image and stop _ blaming every
thing on either Lyndon Johnson or Drew 
Pearson." 

That sense of responsibility can be encour
aged by parents in the t-erms they use in 
front of their children to describe national 
leaders, those in positions of authority in 
general and other fellow citizens. 

The treatment should by all means include 
religious institutions, for here is where the 
dream of true freedom was born. When Vol
taire said, I disapprove of what you say, but 
... I will defend to the death your right to say 
it," he was speaking in a larger context
under the canopy of a higher law. 

This is the law that counsels, in many 
languages and variations, Do unto others ... " 
The Golden Rule is the only proved preserva
tive for other law. 

It ls apparent now that massive trans
fusions of this great law are needed to arre.st 
the cancer of permissive anemia. Or else for 
true freedom, the disease could be terminal. 

[From the Houston Chronicle, Apr. 26, 1967) 
CHICAGO TRIBUNE DEPLORES "VILIFICATION" OF 

JOHNSON 

The Chicago Trib-une, in its lead editorial, 
said Tuesday President Johnson "does not 
deserve the assaults he has been getting from 
the peaceniks, the 'black power' crowd, the 
liberal intellectuals, and other assorted 
fanatics." 

The editorial, titled "The Vilification of 
the President," said, "the recent wave of 
vicious personal attacks on President John
son and other government leaders was dis
cussed yesterday by Merriman Smith, the re
•Spected White House correspondent for 
United Press International, at a meeting of 
editors and publishers in New York. 

"He said the President 'these days ls the 
object of some of the worst v111ficatiow-
even obscenity-that rve seen or heard in 
more than 25 years on the White House as
signment'.'' 

The editorial continued: 

"Mr. Smith cited some of the obscene signs 
ca.rriect in the recent 'peace' demonstrations 
in New York, the signs and songs that Presi
dent Johnson is deliberately burning Asian 
babies with napalm, and the pamphlets and 
other material alleging that President John
son engineered the death of President Ken
nedy. 

" 'This is not enlightened social change or 
legitimate dissent or revolution,' said the 
correspondent. 'It is anarchy, born of a 
highly permissive atmosphere in this coun
try; a strangely paradoxical, pejorative at
mosphere in which freedom, at times, seems 
to be working against the very things for 

_ which freedom supposedly stands'.'' 
"All presidents have been subjected to 

cruel jokes, unjustified ridicule, and falsi
fication, some of which has been instigated 
by political opponents. The personal attacks 
on President Hoover will always be a black 
mark against the Democrats who made them. 
But the vilification of President Johnson 
is not based on political opposition; much 
of it seems to have no motivation, unless, as 
Mr. Smith suge;ests, the purpose is to tear 
down public confidence .in authority at any 
level. This is the road to anarchy. 

"The Tribune shar-es Mr. Smith's anger 
and. disgust at the personal attacks on the 
President. As our readers know, this news
paper has vigorously criticized many of his 
policies, but we recognize the difficulties of 
his job and the efforts he has been making 
to do his best. He does not deserve the as
saults he has been getting from the peace
niks, the 'black power' crowd, the liberal 
intellectuals, and other assorted fanatics. 

"Mr. Smith noted that the press has a spe
cial reason for being concerned about the 
attacks on government leaders. 

"'Hate and vilification warp judgment just 
as heat buckles steel beams,' he said. 'If you 
tear down confidence in established author
ity, then those in public offi.ce blame a lot of 
this on the newspapers for reporting it. They 
say we are not doing enough reporting in 
depth; then when we do burrow beneath 
the government's bright pubUc face of fresh 
handouts and self-serving background. con
ferences not for attribution, they yell at us 
again for distorting their purpose of trying 
to second-guess Dean Rusk. 

"'So what do we have? An effort to de
stroy confidence in government plus an effort 
to pull down confidence in the press. Then, 
if both efforts are successful, whom do you 
believe, Dr. Spock? 

"'Mr. Johnson-in fact no president-de
serves the indignities being heaped upon 
him these days in the name of peace or civil 
rights. Criticism and challenge have their 
rightful place in our political system, but not 
the scrawls from restroom walls.' 

"Correspondent Smith closed his speech 
with the following comment: 

"'LBJ is in for much more punishment at 
the hands of the name-callers unless the 
squares who raise kids, mow the lawns, and 
pay their tax~s decide to involve themselves 
by getting o1f their patios and telling the 
dirty-mouths to shut the hell up.' " 

[From the San Antonio Express, Apr. 30, 
1967) 

VILIFICA'l'.ION Is SELF-DEFEATING 

The president of the United States ls the 
target of the most vicious attacks in the his
tory of the nation. 

We do not refer to those who dissent with 
his domestic and foreign policies nor those 
who oppose the war in Southeast Asia per se. 

Our form of government is open, and even 
requires contra-ry opinions in order to func-
tion as intended. · 

We do refer, however, to a nationwide cam
paign of slander, whispers, innuendo and 
vilification in outhouse-wall terms. One 
hears it on the streets, .sees it on lapel pins 
and bumper stickers, and on picket lines. 
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Many of the signs, for instance, carried in 

peace demonstrations in Central Park in New 
York recently were such obscene attacks on 
Lyndon Johnson that the wire services would 
not transmit the photographs. 

It is more than an attack on a president 
and· an individual. It is a campaign calcu
lated to undermine the very foundations of 
the government itself. · · 

Every city has local ordinances that cover 
public filth. They should be inforced to the 
fullest. But a greater problem lies in the 
minds of those who have enjoyed smirks and 
sniggers at gutter slashes at the most power
ful otfice in the world. 

They think they are helping destroy Lyn
don Johnson, the man. In truth, however, 
they are helping · erode our form of govern
ment. It is immorality in its highest form 
and is self-defeating. 
· LBJ, the man, can handle himself; the life 
of the presidency lies in the hearts and minds 
of all of us. 

THE 19TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
INDEPENDENCE OF ISRAEL 

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MULTER. Mr. Speaker, I have 

just been granted unanimous consent to 
address the House on Monday, May 15, 
on the 19th anniversary of that little 
but gr~,t State of Israel. I invite all 
other Members who are inter.ested to 
join in that special order on Monday 
next. 

COMl\UTTEE ON INTERSTATE AND 
FOREIGN COMMERCE_;_PERMIS
SION TO SIT DURING GENERAL 
DEBATE TODAY 
M:·. STAGGERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign ·commerce be 
permitted to sit during general debate 
this afternoon. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from West 
Virginia? · · 

There was no objection. 

INFORMATION LAW 
Mr. KLEPPE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous oonsent that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. R'u:MsFiLnl may ex
tend his remarks at this ··point in the 
RECORD and include extraneous matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
North Dakota? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RUMSFELD. Mr. Speaker, on 

July 4, 1966, Public Law 89-487 was 
signed into law. Its purpose is to clarify 
and protect the right of the public to 
Government information and is to be
come effective on July 4 of this year. The 
1-year delay was provided tO permit the 
agencies ample time to adjust their prae
tices to conform with the requirements 
of the law. To faciiitate the process, the 
Justice Department has been developing 
guidelines for the use of the various de
partments and agencies of Government 
in complying witQ the law. · 

While the guidelines have not been 

made public yet, there are disturbing 
rumors that some agencies are resisting 
the changed requirements. In an article 
by George La,rdner, Jr., appearing in the 
Washington Post, the Food and Drug 
Administration's Bureau of Medicine 
and the Justice Department's Immigra
tion and Naturalization Service are 
specifically cited. Mr. Lardner's article 
reflects a concern of members of the 
press that the nine exemptions the law 
provides "might be turned into sweeping 
rigid new excuses for the same old prac
tices." 

As a member of the House Committee 
on Government Operations-the com
mittee which reported the bill-and as 
one who worked for its passage, I shall 
follow the implementation of the ·legis
lation with the closest scrutiny. Any at
tempt to rewrite or circumvent the ·in
tent of the law by administrative action 
would be unwise. If the fears reported by 
Mr. Lardner are realized, I am confident 
that those responsible will not be lacking 
in opportunities to explain their acts to 
the Congress: 

The text of the article of May 8, 1967, 
follows: 

U.S. • DRAFTS GUIDELINES ON INFORMATION 
LAW 

(By George Lardner, Jr.) 
Scores of Government information otficers 

gathered informally at the YWCA last 
month for a Justice Department briefing on 
an unprecedented new law intended to end 
the suppression of Government records on 
otficlal whim. 

Most in the audience had no more than a 
remote idea of what was in the new "freedom 
of information" law although it was passed 
almost a year ago with a delayed effective 
date to give them time to get used to it. 
Many were clearly apprehensive at the mes
sage that the ' old excuses for refusing to 
give out information would no longer wash. 

Assistant Attorney General Frank M. 
Wozencraft, head of the Justice Depart
ment's Office of Legal Counsel, told them they 
had little .time left to change their habits. 
The law goes into effect July 4. 

To assist in the transition, Wozencraft
whose predecessor called the bill unconsti
tutional-has been working on a lengthy set 
of Government-wide guidelines. 

The Administ_ration had opposed the b1ll's 
passage, but Wozencraft and his assistants 
appear to be making a genuine effort to win 
the bureaucracy's acceptance of the prin
ciple that every American has the basic right 
to examine his Government's· records. 

stm in preliminary form and subject to 
further change, the guidelines begin with 
the notification that on July 4, "every ex
eeutive agency must begin meeting in spirit 
as well as practice the obligations of the 
Public Information Act enacted by Congress 
last year." 

The new law, the memo adds, requires: 
"That disclosure be the general rule, not 

the exception. 
"That all individuals have equal rights of 

access. 
"That the burden be on the Government 

to justify the withholding of a document, 
not on the person who requests it. 

"That individuals impr.operly denied ac
cess to documents have a right to seek in
junctive relief in the courts." 

IN THE PUBLIC , INTEREST 

Up to now, the law has permitted Govern
ment agencies, from top officials down to 
otfice clerks, to withhold any records where 
secrecy ls considered "in the public interest" 
or required "for good cause." There was · no 
recourse 1;o the courts. 

In approving the new iaw, the Senate 
Judiciary Committee pointed out that in
formation has often been wi·thheld simply 
"to cover up embarrassing mistakes or irreg·
ularities." The House Committee on Govern
ment Operations said "improper denials oo
cur again and again." 

The new law applies to every agency and 
organizational unit in the executive branch, 
presumably even the CIA-to whatever .min
iscule extent its secrecy might not be pro
tected by other laws-and the nine across
the-board exemptions set · out in the law. 

Not a few agencies are expected to resist 
the changes, however. Reports, apparently re
liable but impossible to document, have been 
received on Capitol Hill that officials in the 
Food and Drug Administration's Bureau of 
Medicine have been advised to get in the 
habit of putting as· little on paper as pos-
sible. · 

Enthusiasm for the new law outside the 
Government, moreover, has been somewhat 
tempered by fears that the nine exemptions 
might be turned into sweepingly rigid new 
excuses for the same old practices. 

The nine exemptions cover a . broad spec
tr_um, from national .defense and foreign pol
icy secrets covered by Executive order to va.r
io~s inter-agency and intra-agency memos 
and letters. · 

On this score, the Justice Department's 
own Immigration and Naturalization Service 
published a set of proposed regulation& under 
the new law this past week that seem to con
fiict with the advice that Wozencraft has 
been enunciating. 

Wozencraft has been publicly stressing th.e 
theme tha~ the exemptions are "permissive," 
not mandatory, and that requests for records 
should be judged on their merits, not auto
matically rejected because the documents 
fall under-one of the exemptions. Spokesmen 
fo:r.: the House Government Inf9z:m1:1.tion Sub".' 
committee headed by Rep. John E. 4\foss (D
Calif.) have been pressing this view. 

The Immigration Service, however, flatly 
proposes that any documents exempt under 
the new law "will not· be made available." 

The guidelines are being developed in what 
amounts to negotiations with the Moss Sub
committee. Restrictive advice in an early 
draft-such as a remark that record.a in use 
are not to be . "snatched from agency em
ployes"-has been dropped and replaced by 
a suggestion that a copy can always be rnade 
"with reaso1_1able promptness." 

SUGGESTS READING ROOMS 

Wozencraft also has suggested that all 
agencies set aside reading rooms where the 
newly public records can be made available. 

A spokesman for the Moss Subcommittee 
said disputes over the new disclosure law wih 
inevitably have to be resolved by the courts. 
But so far, he said, the guidelines seem to 
be "on the plus side" for disclosure. 

Except at this point, for the "freedom of 
informa.tlon guidelines themselves, the still 
preliminary draft copies have been tightly 
restricted and selected newsmen have been 
promised a peek, when Justice is ready, on 
a "confidential" basis only. 

Meanwhile, .a Justice Department spokes
man tersely told The Washington Post, which 
obtained a draft copy: "We have no QOm
ment. Wozencraft has no comment." 

DAIRY IMPORT ACT OF 1967 
Mr. KLEPPE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that -the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BUTTON] may ex
tend his remarks at· this paint in the 
RECORD and . include . extraneotis matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
North Dakota? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BUTTON. Mr. Speaker, I '1ID 
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concerned about the problem the dairy 
farmers of my area, and of the State of 
N~w York, have in making a living. Be
cause they are receiving such .a low re
turn on their investment-plus they 
have to spend long hours on the job, 7 
days a week-many are leaving the dairy 
farms. And unless something is done, 
and this trend is reversed, the result 
could be a shortage of milk in this 
country. 

Today I introduced the Dairy lmport 
Act of 1967. This bill limits imports to 
the average butterfat and nonfat milk 
solids shipped into this country from 
1961 through 1965. Also, these quotas can 
be increased if necessary, in the nation
al interest, and they will increase in the 
s,ame ratio as the domestic market 
grows. 

Foreign shippers would continue to sell 
dairy products to this country, but ef
fective quotas would be in force. As it 
stands now, quotas are ineffective. 

Because these quotas are not effective, 
the dairy farmers of my area are f.aced 
with increasing competition from for
eign products. We want to encourage 
trade with other nations. We want to 
move toward a more trade-minded pol
icy where economic benefits are likely to 
be diffused over a large number of peo
ple. We need to prove to the world's 
underdeveloped countries that we accept 
them a.s equal trading partners. But the 
dairy farmers need some protection. 

In .a State such as New York, the dairy 
industry is an important segment of our 
economy. Dairy farmers in New York sell 
$481 million worth of milk each year, the 
second highest total in the country. And 
dairying ranks first in total farm income 
in the State. 

New York agriculture is big business. 
Pour out of every 10 people working owe 
their employment, at least indirectly, 
to agriculture. Actually the production 
and selling of milk is New York's largest 
.single industry. It accounts for a billion 
dollars of commerce each year in the 
State. 

There are some 33,000 dairy farms in 
the State~ producing about 5 billion 
q~arts of milk each year. 
· But these 33,000 farmers are not the 

only ones who should be concerned about 
the problems in the dairy industry. 

In addition to the milk business being 
big business, milk and dairy products 
are the largest portion of our diet. While 
we can buy manufactured dairy items 
from importers, :fluid milk and fresh 
dairy products can only come from our 
dairy farms here in this country. 

The future of our dairy industry af
fects not only farmers, but every con
sumer as well. 

To encourage American dairy farmers 
of continuing markets, where they can 
receive reasonable prices for their milk, 
it has become necessary to place .some 
sort of reasonable quotas on imported 
dairy products. 

The President has called on the U.S. 
Tariff Commission to hold hearings on 
May 15 to determine if new quotas are 
needed. If the Commission recommends 
new quotas, and it is believed that · it 
will, this will restrict dairy product im
ports. 

However, in the past, such action un-

der section 22 has provided only tem
porary relief. . 

Mr. Speaker, what the dairy farmers 
want is a permanent bill and they .are 
united in support of the Dafry Import 
Act of 1967. 

RODNEY HUNT CO. WINS "E" 
CITATION 

Mr. KLEPPE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. CONTE] may 
extend his remarks at this paint in the 
RECORD and in-elude extraneous matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
North Dakota? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CONTE. Mr. Speaker, it was my 

very great pleasure recently to partici
pate in a ceremony in which the Com
merce Department's coveted "E'' award 
was presented to the Rodney Hunt Co., 
of Orange, Mass. 

The ceremony was an historic one, 
beyond simply the significance it has for 
those of us concerned with business and 
commerce in the First ~ongressional 
District and, indeed, all of Massa
chusetts. It was the first time a ceremony 
of this kind was ever held in the Senate, 
this being in a Senate reception room, 
and I was pleased to participate jointly 
in the ceremony with my very able and 
distinguished colleague from the other 
body, Senator Edward M. Kennedy. 

The "E" a ward is one in which we all 
take great pride, of course. It is given in 
recognition of outstanding contribution 
to the export expansion program. And, 
as we all know, expansion of exports is a 
vital ingredient in both our political and 
economic foreign policies. It is one of the 
means by which we seek to remedy 
our long-standing balance-of-payments 
problem, and a very effective means by 
which we can perhaps lower the barriers 
between East and West and thereby 
lessen the tensions that have for two 
decades kept civilization at or near the 
brink of destruction. 

I am personally very proud that Rod
ney Hunt has won the a ward, although 
for those of us to whom the imaginative, 
bold, and aggressive management poli
cies of Rodney Hunt Co. are a familiar 
story, the award comes as no surprise~ 
The firm has been in the very forefront 
for years, both in innovation . and 
efficiency of production, and in em
ployee and community relations. 

These Policies have paid off in a sig
nifi.cant increase in exports in recent 
years. A vigorous sales program, based 
on the tradition of direct customer con
tact, plus significant new innovations in 
integrated communications programs to 
reach overseas clientele have opened sig
nificant new markets. As a result of an 
extensive travel, and territorial explora
tion program, the company now has 
major installations in more than 50 
countries including Vietnam, Soviet 
Union, Pakistan, Egypt, Cuba, and 
Australia. 

The Rodney Hunt Co. is among the 
oldest and proudest in the country. 
It was founded in 1840 to produce the 
equipment and machinery needed by the 

then developing textile industry that 
was for so ma;."ly generations the very 
backbone of our New England economy. 
The firm continues to prosper today, in 
spite of the fact that much of our textile 
industry has migrated from New Eng
land to other areas where labor and 
operating costs are lower. 
. Specifically, the firm produces textile 

wet finishing machinery and sluice gates, 
these being its principal world market 
commodity. For domestic markets, it 
also manufactures industrial rolls for the 
paper, plastics, and textile industries. 
The company also produces more than 
3,000 types and combinations of sluice 
gates for use in power, :flood control, 
water purification, and the all-important 
area of sewage and pollution control 
systems. These, too, have found world 
markets. 

The company pioneered in the de
velopment of continuous bleaching 
ranges for .fabric processing in rope and 
open width form. Rodney Hunt bleach
ing and dyeing machinery is used by 
leading textile mills throughout the · 
world. 

Certainly, I am very proud and pleased 
indeed to offer my personal congratula
tions and best 'wishes to Rodney Hunt' 
President Earl Harris, and to the ap
proximately 350 employees who have 
made their firm one of the Nation's best. 

RUMANIAN lNDEPENDENCE 
Mr. KLEPPE. Mr. Speaker~ I ask 

unanimous consent that the gentleman 
fr-Om Dlinois [Mr~ DERWINSKI] may ex
tend his remarks at this paint in the 
REcoRn and include extraneous matter. 

The SPEAK.ER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
North Dakota? . 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DERWINSKI. Mr. Speaker, 1t is 

a privilege for me to make note of the 
fact that today, May 10, 1967, is the 90th 
anniversary of the independence of 
modern Rumania. 

The Rumanian nation achieved its 
official independence on this day in 1877, 
permanently breaking away from control 
of the Turkish Sultan. Its independence 
was achieved under Charles I, the first 
king of modern Rumania and its inde
pendence lasted until 1947 when the legal 
ruler, King Michael, was forced into exile 
by the Communists. The illegal Soviet
imposed government has held the Ruma
nian people captive for the last 20 years. 

Mr. Speaker, we recognize that the 
Communist designs to control the world 
manifest themselves in all continents, 
although our main attention at the 
moment is in Vietnam where direct Com
munist military aggression is taking · 
place. I!owever, we recognize that true 
peace and freedom will not come to the 
world unless Communist aggression is 
completely halted. We look forward to 
the day when all the captive peoples, in
cluding the brave Rumanian nation, will 
be able to enjoy a government of their 
own choosing in conformance with their 
history and culture and legitimate na
tional aspirations. 

We must take practical steps on behalf 
of the oppressed people of Rumania. 
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Neither the Voice of America nor Radio 
Free Europe is doing an effective job of 
broadcasting behind the ·Iron Curtain. · 
Both are preaching the coexistence line 
of the present administration. 

The Voice of America programing to 
Eastern Eu.rope and, therefore, to Ru
mania has been especially weak since 
there is the obvious policy of the John
son administration to appease Com
munist dictators of Eastern Europe 
rather than to use our own excellent 
facilities to deliver a message of truth. 

Radio Free Europe, which has been 
coerced into an almost neutral type of 
presentation in recent years . should be 
encouraged to augment strong broad
casts into Rumania with messages that 
have practical and direct bearing on 
current events. 

BEEF IMPORTS AND THE LIVE
STOCK INDUSTRY 

Mr. KLEPPE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. RUPPE] may extend 
his remarks at this point in the RECORD 
and include extraneous matter. 
· The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
North Dakota? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RUPPE. Mr. Speaker, livestock 

farmers throughout the country are dis
turbed by the prospects of a continued 
falling off in beef cattle prices. Heavy 
supplies of ·1ow-cost beef and veal are 
:flooding the American market. 

In the first quarter of this year, choice 
steers on the Chicago market averaged 
$24:95 per hundredweight--$3 less than · 
a year ago. In fact, beef prices have been 
falling almost continuously for the past 
year. The present farm parity ratio of . 
7 4 has not been equaled since the de
pression of the 1930's and the Depart
ment of Agriculture is currently fore
casting a further decline of 5 percent 
in realized net farm income this year. 
Farm production costs, farm mortgages, 
and farmers' short-term debts are at an 
alltime high. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not mean to sug
gest that the answer to the distress of 
agriculture lies wholly within the live- -
stock sector of the farm economy. But 
livestock and livestock products are big 
contributors to total farm income: in 
1966 livestock and its products accounted · 
for more than half, and meat animals 
for more than a third, of total farm mar
ketings. There is little doubt that live
stock producers held a critical position 
in the farm economy. 

What is the current outlook for cat
tlemen this year? The Department of 
Agriculture notes that there were 3 per
cent more cattle on feed on April 1 than 
a year earlier, and that marketings in 
this second quarter will be increased 4 
percent over a year ago. For the re
mainder of 1967, there seems to be no 
relief for livestock producers. Domestic 
supplies will continue to be heavy, costs 
will continue high, and as far as we can 
see, beef imports will continue to pour 
in from Australia, New Zealand, Ireland, 
Mexico, Canada, and other low-cost · 
areas. 

I shall not go into great detail at this 

time on the beef-import situation. This 
has been done by well-qualified Members 
of this body over the past 2 weeks. For 
those who . missed it, I would suggest a 
reading of the discussion of the prob
lem by 13 of our distinguished colleagues 
on April 27, here on the :floor of the 
House. 

For the present I would point out that, 
according to the Department of Agricul- · 
ture, imports of beef, veal, and mutton 
in 1966 were 18 percent above 1965. To
tal imports are as high, or higher, than 
they were 3 and 4 years ago, when their 
volume nearly ruined the domestic in
dustry, and the Congress attempted to 
curb them by enacting the Meat Import 
Act of 1964. 

You will remember that the admin
istration was extremely unsympathet-ic 
to that act. In order to get any legis
lation at all, the Congress was forced 
to accept a base period for the setting of 
quotas which resulted in a quota that 
was entirely too high. Moreover, Pub
lic Law 88-482 contained two provisions 
which almost guaranteed the present 
high volume of imports. First, it pro
vided for a too-generous quota . increase 
based on the growth of domestic mar
ketings. Second, projected imports were 
allowed to exceed quotas by 10 percent 
before such restrictions could become 
operative. 

Another shortcoming of the 1964 act 
was the provision which required the 
Secretary of Agriculture to estimate in 
advance the level of imports in deter
mining whether they would exceed the 
quota. Early last year, it should be re
membered, the Secretary estimated that 
700 ~illion pounds of beef and veal would 
be imported. He continued to revise that 
figure upward, but somehow hif:l estimate 
never matched actual imports of more 
than 823 million pounds. 

So it is with this background of failure 
that a number of our colleagues have in
troduced legislation to amend Public 
Law 88-482 to effectively limit imports of 
low-cost foreign beef, and insure do
mestic producers of a measure of secu
rity. I want to take this opportunity to 
assure sponsors of this proposal of my 
support, by introducing a bill to amend 
the 1964 act. 

The proposal of the distinguished gen
tleman from Texas [Mr. PRICEl-among 
others-appears to me to answer the 
shortcomings of the 1964 act. Briefly, it 
would do six things: 

First, it would eliminate the 10-per
cent overrun of quotas I mentioned; 

Second, it would provide that the 
quotas · be set by the law itself, rather 
than by an estimate of the Secretary of 
Agriculture; 

Third, it would use the years 1958-62 
in establishing quotas, rather than the 
present system which includes 1963-the 
highest year on record for beef imports; 

Fourth, it would impose quotas on a 
quarterly-rather than a yearly-basis; 

Fifth, it would allow the administra
tion to impose quotas on other meat 
products, such as canned and cured beef, 
fresh lamb and pork; and 

Sixth, it would require that offshore 
purchase of meat by our Department of 
Defense be charged against the appli
cable quota. 

Mr. Speaker, when the 1964 Meat Im
Port Act was passed, there were those 
among the membership of the House 
who warned that it was an inadequate 
measure. We now have the proof of 
their foresight. We have an opportunity 
and an obligation to correct this meas
ure. Let us act-and quickly-to provide 
our livestock farmers with the protec
tion they deserve. 

Mr. Speaker, at this point I would like 
to insert the text of my bill: 

H.R. 9839 
A bill to revise the quota-control system on 

the importation of certain meat and meat 
products 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House 

of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That (a) it 
ls the policy of the Congress that the aggre
gate quantity of the articles specified in 
items 106.10 (relating to fresh, chilled, or 
frozen meat) and 106.20 (relating to fresh, 
chilled, or frozen meat of goats and sheep 
(except lambs) ) of the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States which may be imported 
into the United States in any calendar year 
beginning after December 31, 1967, should 
not exceed 585,500,000 pounds; except that 
this quantity shall be increased or decreased 
for any calendar year by the same percentage 
that estimated average annual domestic pro
duction of these articles in that calendar 
year and the two preceding calendar years 
increases or decreases in comparison with 
the average annual domestic commercial 
production of these articles during the years 
1958 through 1962, inclusive. · 

(b) Before the beginning of each calendar 
year after 1967, the Secretary of Agriculture 
shall estimate and publish the aggregate 
quantity prescribed for such calendar year 
by subsection (a). 

( c) ( 1) The President shall by proclama
tion limit the total quantity of the articles 
described in subsection (a) which may be 
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse, for 
consumption during each quarter of any 
calendar year to one-fourth the aggregate 
quantity estimated for such calendar year 
by the Secretary of Agriculture pursuant to 
subsection (b). 

(2) The Secretary of Agriculture shall al
locate the total quantity proclaimed under 
paragraph ( 1), and any increase in such 
quantity pursuant to subsection (d), among 
supplying countries on the basis of the 
shares such countries supplied to the United 
States market during a representative period 
of the articles described in subsection (a), 
except that due a~count may be given to 
special factors which have affected or may 
affect the trade in such articles. The Secre
tary of A~culture .shall certify such allo
cations to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

(d) The President may suspend any proc
lamation made under subsection (c), or in
crease the total quantity proclaimed under 
such subsection, if he determines and pro
claims that-

( 1) such action is required by overriding 
economic or national security interests of 
the United States, giving special weight to 
the importance to the Nation of the eco
nomic well-being of the domestic livestock 
industry; 

(2) the supply of articles of the kind de
scribed in subsection (a) wm be inadequate 
to meet domestic demand at reasonable 
prices; or 

(3) trade agreements entered into after 
the date of the enactment of this Act ensure 
that the policy set forth in subsection (a) 
will be carried out. 
Any such suspension shall be for such pe
riod, and any such increase shall be in ·such 
amount, as the President determines and 
proclaims to be n.ec.essary to carry out the 
purposes of this subsection. 
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( e) The Secretary of -Agriculture shall 

issue such regulations as he determines to 
be necessary to prevent circumvention of 
the purposes of this section. 

SEC. 2. (a) Whenever the President de"'. 
termines t}).at the imposition of quotas on 
the quantity of any article enumerated in 
subpart B of part_ 2 of schedule 1 of the 
Tariff Schedules of the United States (re
lating to meats other than bird nieat), other 
than the articles enumerated in items 106.10 
and 106.20, is necessary in order to prevent 
unwarranted increases in the quantity of 
such article imported into the United States, 
he is authorized-

(1) to determine the total · quantity of 
such article which may be ii;nported into 
the United States during such period Qr 
period~ as he may specify, and 

(2) to limit, by proclamation, the total 
quantity of such article which may be en
tered, or withdrawn from warehouse, for 
consumption during such period ·or periods . 
to the total quantity .so determined. 

(b) The President may suspend any proc
lamation made under subsection (a) and 
may increase or decrease the total quantity 
proclaimed with respect to any article under 
such subsection. 

SEc. 3. Prior to the beginning of eac~ 
calendar quarter the Secretary of Defense 
shall certify to the ·Secretary of Agriculture 
an estimate of the quantity in pounds of 
meat to be accepted for delivery during such 
quarter, procured from appropriated funds 
by the Defense Department from foreign 
SQUTCes, Of any of the articles wit.h respect 
to which quantitative liµUtations have been 
imposed on import$ under the provisions 
he.r~of. The quotas est~blished pursuant to 
section 1 or secti_on 2 hereof shall be di
min~shed by the amount of such meat to 
be -accepted for delivery as estimated by the 
Secre'taiy of Defense. 

SEC. 4. All Q.eterminations by the Presi
dent, the Secretary of Defense, and the Sec
retary-of Agriculture under this Act shall be 
final. 

SEC. 5. Effective January l, 1968, section 
2 of the Act entitled "An Act to provide for 
the -free importation of certain wild animals, 
and to provi~e for the imposition of quotas 
on certain meat and meat products," ap- . 
proved Augu~t 22, 196.4 (Public Law 88-482), 
is repealed. -

-~--------~---

URBAN HOUSING-ADDRESS BY 
- SENATOR PERCY 

Mr. KLEPPE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. MoRsEJ may 
extend hiS 'remarks at this Point in the 
RECORD and include . extraneous matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
North Dakota? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MORSE of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, on the eve of his introduction 
of the National Home Ownership Act, 
Senator CHARLES H. PERCY, of Illinois, 
discussed the bill and the general prob
lems of housing in urban areas before 
the Washington Urban League. As a co
sponsor of this legi.Slation here in the 
House, I would like to include the Sen
ator's remarks in the RECORD for the 
attention of all Members and Senators. 

Senator PERCY'S initiative and vision 
in ·developing this proposal deserves the 
gratitude of us all. He has shown us a 
way to end our reliance on outdated and 
uninspiring programs that have failed 
to solve the critical housing problem. I 
hope· this bill will command strong sup
port in both Houses, on both sides of the 
aisle. 

The address follows: 
URBAN HOUSING: A NEW INITIATIVE 

(Address by Senator Charle.s H. Percy, Re7 
publican, of Illinois, before the Washington 
Urban L~ague, Apr. 19, 1967) 
"Even the blindest of us now knows the 

danger signals are flashing. Our cities are in 
crisis." 

Thus begins the 1966 annual report of the 
National Urban League. And unhappily, 
there is little reason today to believe that 
the situation will show dramatic improve
ment in 1967. 

A dreary recital of the problems of the 
cities would serve no purpose for this audi
ence. For 57 years the National Urban League 
has fought to focus public attention on the 
developing plight of our cities and, in par
ticular, of the minority groups in their 
burgeoning slums and ghettoes. 

Today I think it is safe to say that the 
goal of spotlighting the needs of our cities 
has been achieved. That is the essential be
ginning, and the Urban League can take a 
large share of the credit for it. 

But unfortunately, the achievement of this 
beginning is only an infinitesimal part of 
achieving the ultimate goal-a satisfying 
urban environment where every person has 
the fullest opportunity to develop his in
nate human potential, and to pursue happi
ness urburdened by the chains of ignorance, 
poverty, exploitation and discrimination. 

"Among all those problems to which we 
ml,lst address ourselves," continues yoU:r an
nual report, "the most critical is housing." 
Since I have long had a deep concern in this 
area, and since I have been chosen to serve 
on the Senate's Housing Subcommittee, I 
WOl,lld like to discuss that particular problem 
with you this evening. 

Before doing so, however, I would offer this 
observation: While it is convenient to dis
cuss the problem of housing as such, we 
must never forget that housing exists to 
serve the needs of people. Any program or 
plan which fails to begin with that simple 
but too-often ignored fact is doomed to 
failure. 

This has unhappily befallen th~ two prin
cipal Federal programs historically designed 
to fight the battle against slums-urban re
newal and public housing. 

In the concluding chapter of his book, 
The Federal Sulldozer, · Professor Martin 
Anderson arrives at these conclusions about 
urban renewal: 

"The federal urban renewal program", 
writes Dr. Anderson, "has made it more diffi
cult for low and middle-income groups to 
obtain housing because of the amount of low 
rent housing it has destroyed." 

"Urban renewal helps upper income groups 
and a few elite groups. It hurts low income 
people, especially those from minority 
groups." "Over 60 percent of the people forced 
to move are either Negroes, Puerto Ricans, or 
members of other minority groups." 

Far from eliminating slums and preventing 
the spread of blight, "it is likely that urban 
renewal simply shifts slums and thus en
courages the spread of slums and blight." 

While one does not need to agree 100 % 
with Professor Anderson's views, it seems to 
me inescapable that urban renewal, as a 
method of saving cities and improving the 
lives of city people, has fallen so far short 
of those goals that some better way must be 
found to achieve them. 

Public housing has suffered much the same 
fate. Senator Robert Kennedy, certainly no 
enemy of government action, had this to 
say about public housing in his splendid 
testimony before the Ribicoff subcommittee 
last August: 

"Public housing was once thought of as 
the answer to the problems of slums ... 
Our housing projects were built largely with
out either reference or relevance to the 
underlying problems of poverty, unemploy
ment, social disorganization, and alienation 

which caused· people to need assistance in 
the first place. . . Too many of the projects, 
as a result, became jungles-places of despair 
and danger for their residents, and for the 
cities they were designed to save." 

It is easy, looking backward, to criticize 
those who, two or three decades ago, 
launched what was then a bold and·imagina
tive effort to strike at the heart of urban 
problems. 

It is difficult today to devise a way of 
moving toward those same elusive goals they 
so bravely pursued. 

The important thing is that we take full 
cognizance of the thirty years of experience 
we have gained. And the lesson of those yearf:! 
is indisputably clear: housing and the physi
cal environment must be dealt with as they 
relate to human beings and human needs. 

Having emphasized that, and bearing it 
always in mind, let me turn to the specific
problem of housing. 

If the housing needs of today's slum dwell
ers are to be effectively met, we must find 
a way to bridge the credit gap. . 

Hard data is difficult to come by, but I am 
sure that any of you who have worked in 
the housing field instinctively know that 
mortgage financing and home improvement 
loans can be desperately hard to obtain in 
areas that lenders regard as a slum. . 

I have in my files a ietter from one of the 
ablest and most socially conscious-bank offi
cials in Chicago: In it he says: 

"It is often stated that most financial in
stitutions stay away from declining · areas, 
and such is generally the case. Probably a 
majority of housing in such areas is sold at 
inflated and unrealistic prices to minority 
groups on a contract basis with little down
payment. Lack of a down payment and un
due credit risks make the conventional mort
gage a rarity for · low or middle income 
people in decaying or slum areas: Often wlieri 
there is a downpayment, the property is over
burdened with first, second, and even third 
mortgages, leaving no cash flow for a re
habilitation loan." 

The result of this sort of credit gap, which 
widens whenever the mortgage market is 
tight, is the further deterioration of the 
ghetto. If our urban ghettoes are going to 
be revitalized as decent, attractive coinmu
nities-and they must be-:--some way ·must 
be found to bring more credit in on reason
able terms to do the Job. 

Fifty years ago farmers in downstate Illi
nois suffered from a cre4it gap very similar to 
the credit gap in Chicago's slums today. · ·· 

The small country banks could finance 
plows and wagons, but lacked the resources 
to make long-term credit available for land 
and equipment. 

The large city banks had the resources, 
but lacked the familiarity with rural areas 
and were reluctant to make loans far from 
.their home office. 

';l'hat credit gap was bridged by what was 
then a daring new concept-the Federal lanci. 
bank.system. Today, in the 50th year of the 
la~d bank system, a broad array of lending 
institutions exist to serve the specific needs 
of the American farmer. 

The initiative came from action by the 
Federal government. But the responsibility 
was left, ultimately, with the farmer-bor
rowers themselves. As a result, the entire 
Federal land bank system authorized in 1917 
passed into full private ownership in 1947. 
When the government had played its part 
in the difficult early phases, it stepped aside · 
to let the farmers themselves take over. 

What we need today is a mechanism to 
bridge the credit gap in our urban slums
a new lending institution tailored to the 
specific conditions and needs of slums and 
gray areas, and sympathetic to the needs of 
their people. 

Tomorrow in the United States Senate I 
intend to introduce legislation to create 
just such an institution. 

Last fall I advanced the idea of creating 
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a ·private, nonprofit institution combining a. 
loan fund and a technical assistance service. 
This institution would support construction 
or rehabilitation programs to provide decent 
housing for sale to families who, though poor 
at the beginning, had the capacity to rise,_ 
given the opportunity and mQtivation, to the 
point where they could successfully carry a 
low-cost mort gage. 

I spoke in terms of outright sale tn poor 
families because I believed then-and believe 
even more strongly now-that home owner
ship can be a powerful force for motivating 
them to invest in themselves-to rise 
through their efforts to economic security. 
In addition, home ownership gives that feel
ing of roots, of dignity, of self-esteem that a 
poor man can scarcely get as the perpetual 
victim of the slumlord or the public housing 
management. It promotes i·esponsibility, 
stability, respect for property, good mainte
nance, and many other habits which con
tribute to the creation of wholesome, at
tractive neighborhoods and aspiring com
munities. 

The b'nl I intend to join in sponsoring 
tomorrow represents a tremendous improve
ment over the first version advanced last fall. 
There is, of course, much room for further 
refinement. That is the purpose of the Senate 
Housing Subcommittee, and I know that ·the 
accumulated know-how of my colleagues of 
both parties will find many ways to make it 
a bej;ter bill. 

Let me give you a preview of its contents. 
Basically, the bill would charter a private, 

nonprofit National Home 0"7nership Founda
tion, consisting of two major components: 
a loan fund to help local sponsoring organi
zations overcome the credit gap; and a tech
nical assistance servic~. to help them acquire 
the expertise to plan and execute a success
ful program for making home ownership 
available to aspiring families who could not 
on their own, get credit from conventional 
local sources. 

Before a poor man could qualify for home 
ownership, of course. he would have to ex
hibit the earning capacity for carrying a 
mortgage. This ·might mean six months to 
"8. year of education, · job training, and credit 
counseling assistance before he and his fam~ 
lly could qualify. The realistic prospect of 
home ownership, I am convinced, can provide 
the crucial impetus for low income families 
to embark on this path-even if they have 
been slapped down time and time again when 
they sought to take charge of their lives. 

The local sponsoring organizations would 
have to spring from the people themselves
they would not be superimposed from above 
by well meaning people in Washington or 
elsewhere. They might be nonprofit housing 
associations or cooperatives or limited divi
dend -corporations. The Washington Urban 
League m1ght be a sponsor. But whatever 
form the sponsoring organizati-on might take, 
l t would have to be based upon th<e people 
to be served and ·command their allegiance 
and personal involvement. 
· The $64 dollar question, of course, is how 
can the housing produced, whether single 
family, cooperative, or oondominium, be made 
available ·at a cost a lower income family
say in the $3500-$6000 . range-can afford? 
Won't ·this require a go~ernment subsidy, 
given today's housing costs? · 

Well, ·1 for one arri. . hopeful tliat ways can 
be found to cut deeply 1nto the costs of hous
ing rehabilitation. The Department of Hous
ing and Urban Development and several t'.>f 

. the large . building materials suppliers are 
hard at work on this ·problem. But barrin~ a 
-breakthrough of unexpected proportions 
there 'will probably have to be some govern
ment aid to make home ownership a mean
'ingful possibility for low· income .families. 

The assistance plan we finally . developed is 
deceptively ·straightforward. It ·would work 
something like this: 

Here is a local sponsoring organization with 

houses or apartments ready to sell. Perhaps it 
is the Washington Urban League. There is a 
waiting list of families seeking homes, and 
they have over a period of time demonstrated 
their qualifications for home ownel'Ship. 

And so the committee says to this family, 
"We think you have ability and motivation. 
We think you have what it takes to move 
even further up the economic ladder." 

"SO we are going to help you become the 
owner of this home. Since the payments are 
a little more than you can afford now, the 
government will pitch in and pay part of your 
interest cost. A few years later on, when you 
are earning a good deal more money, you can 
gradually begin to pay back that original 
government investment in you. What you 
a.re able to pay back will go to help another 
family coming- along the same path. And if 
you have bad luck along the way, and if you 
never quite make enough money to pay back 
any of that investment--don't worry about 
it. You won't owe anyone a thing." 

Now that is a proposition with dignity. 
That says to a poor man· today not, "Here 

is a government handout," but "We have 
faith that you and your family can make 
your own way." 

Here, I think, is a helping hand that not 
only does not destroy dignity and pride in 
the person being helped, but actually en
.courages those feelings in him. Contrast this 
.with welfare system, with its investigations 
and harassment and condescension, and I 
think you will see the power in it to uplift 
a man, not crush his spirit. · 

Now cynics will say that this is a tight
fisted scheme to tax the .recently poor. I 
.say it is a generous scheme to build pride 
and incentive in a poor man by investing in 
.him-by helping him to have something and 
be somebody-and gently excusing him if he 
does not quite live up to our hopes. 

There are countless .other details and 
aspects of the National Home Ownership 
Foundation Act. I am sure you au have many 
questions which I have perhaps ·stimulated 
but not answered. 

Over the next few months I will attemp,t 
to discuss and reply to many such ,questions, 
.and I wil'l expect to profit by your suggestions 
and, I hope, your support. 

I am fully aware that this legislation is not 
perfect. I am aware that it does not provide 
the answer to all our slum housing problems 
or new hope to ~ll slum people. But it is a 
·beginning. 

Last September, just as I first advanced 
the rudiments of this idea, Presklent Johnson 
.spo~e at the Brookings Institution here in 
Washington. Speaking of his actions as 
President in coping with urban problems, 
the President said, "We need not delay action 
in the cities until Brookings, and its sister 
jnstitutiop.s, have given us a definitive 
answer ... When gover.nments are faced with 
great. pub He dilemmas, they m¥st shape their 
programs. with the greatest wisdom that th~y 
possess, but governments must ac~. They 
.cannot wait to act until all that is tentative 
and hypothetical can be established· as firmly 
.as a law of mathematics." 

That is the spirit in whlch I will offer this 
legislation tomorrow. That is the spirit in 
which I hope it wm be received. 

I am hopeful that, perhaps with some fur~ 
ther refinements, a National Home_Ownership 
]i'oundation can be made a reality. When it 
is, we will ,have an important new tool for 
mobilizing the enormous resources · of the 
private· sector behind sound grassroots pro
.grams to make today's· poor slum families 
the middle income home owners .of tomorrow. 

MAKING IT EASIER FOR THE RUS-
SIANS TO EXPORT COMMUNISM 

. . Mr. -KLEPPE. Mr: Speaker, I ask 
unanimous · consent that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr: ASHBROOK] may extend 

his remarks at this Point in the RECORD 
and include extraneous matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
th-e request bf the gentleman from 
North Dakota? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, the 

House Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities today heard testimony from 
Leonard I. Epstein, a New Jersey busi
nessman who was approached by a Rus
sian national in hopes of getting various 
technological items for the Russian's 
·"customer." 

Epstein related how Vadim Isakov, an 
employee of the United Nations Inter
national Children's Emergency Fund 
initiated his espionage efforts by indicat~ 
ing that he was interested in buying 
items for UNICEF-he was a UNICEF 
procurement officer-and ended up at
tempting to buy an underwater robot, 
which could be used for retrieving items 
from the ocean floor, accelerometers 
which could be used to accomplish a soft 
landing on the moon by a space vehicle· a 
miniature computer, which could be us~d 
l()n board a space craft; titanium pressure 
vessels-it had to be titanium because 
of the weight factOr; and flexible hoses 
used to fuel missiles prior to launch. 
. While a member of the staff of 
UNICEF was . attempting clandestine 
purchases of American technological 
goods, the administration ·is attempting 
to mak~ it easier for the -enemy to get 
goods, mainly through the expansion of 
East-West trade. As Mr. Epstein said 
much Russian technology is probably 30 
to 40 years behind us. ' - · · 

Fortunately there is a group that is 
attempting to block this expansion. 
Headed by former Gov. John ·Davis 
Lodge_, this ·group of -distinguished indi
v~dua.ls has -apparently started on the 
ng~t .track by calling a .spade a spade. 
This is see11 in their n~me, Committee 
To End Aid to the Soviet Enemy. 

Here is an article from the Washington 
Post of May 8, 1967, which lists the spon
sors. As you can see they include busi
nessmen. 

EIGHT CEASE SPONSORS LISTED BY JOHN 
LODGE 

John Davis ~odge, Republican fo~er gov
ernor of Connecticut, announced last lltght 
eight sponsors for his Committee to End Aid 
to the Soviet Enemy {CEASE). a group 
dedicated to blocking administration efforts 
to increase West-East trade. 

Lodge listed his sponsoring committee as: 
F. K. Weyerhauser, of the W·eyerhauser Co., 

St. Paul, Minn.; Edgar Ansel Mowrer, Wash
ington author and journalist; former U.S. 
Sen. William F. Knowland, publisher of the 
Oakland, Calif., Tribune; retired Adm. Arthur 
Radford of Washington, former chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs of Sta.ff. 
· John B. Adams,. a W.ashington . publisher; 
.Alex . P.arker Jf., of the ;parker Tobacco :Co., 
.Maysville, Ky.; W!lliam Penn Patrick, board 
.chairman of Holiday Magic .Co.;. retired· Gen. 
Arthur Trud.e.1;1.u, c.hairman; Gulf Research 
.and Developplent Qo.., qf J;'tttsburgh, and 
retired Adm. 4rleigh Burke, W-a$h1:ngton. 

Mr. Epstein stated. this morning that 
the UNICEF employee apparently be
lieved that American businessmen would 
_be glad to sell. to an .unknown ."Euro_pean 
-customer,"· anything ·to make a "buck." 

"I think-that most businessmen should 
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uphold the safety and security of their 
Nation and hang the dollar in these 
cases," Epstein told the committee. Need
less to say, Mr. Epstein and his partner, 
Mr. George Yohrling, were more con
cerned about their country than making 
money and contacted the Federal Bu
reau of Investigation as soon as they 
realized what was going on. 

In contrast to Mr. Epstein and 
CEASE, I have an article from the New 
York Times of May 6, 1967, headed, "U.S. 
Pushes Drive for Soviet Trade." This ar
ticle states that there is a renewed effort 
to "break a logjam in trade with the 
Soviet' Union," and the "President or
dered hundreds of goods removed from 
a list of products barred from sale to the 
Communist bloc." Here is the Times ar
ticle: 
U.S. PuSHES DRIVE FOR SOVIET TRADE

SPONSORS PARTICIPATION BY BUSINESS IN 

Moscow FAm 
(By Raymond H. Anderson) 

Moscow, May 5.-The United States Gov
ernment and American businessmen have 
started a campaign to break a log jam in 
trade with the Soviet Union. 

For the first time, Washington is support
ing the participation of American companies 
in a trade fair here. The exhibition, concen
trating on food-processing and food-packag
ing equipment, will open May 16. 

Also for the first time, an American trade 
mission is in the Soviet Union specifically 
to buy and sell. The group represents 15 

.Minneapolis concerns. 
Another trade mission, from California, 

will arrive in Moscow May 15 to explore the 
potential for sales of farm machinery, food 
products and food processing equipment. 

The surge of American interest in trade 
with the SOviet Union reflects, in part, the 
appeal last October by President Johnson for 
improved relations with the Communist 
countries .of Eastern Europe. 

As a step toward better relations, the Presi
dent ordered hundreds of goods removed from 
a list of products barred from sale to the 
Communist bloc. 

EXPANDING MARKET 

The new interest in doing business with 
the· Soviet Union also reflects an awareness 
that the country is now in the market for a 
wide variety of equipment as it drives for a 
major expansion in agriculture, automobiles 
and many other areas. 

Eighteen American companies will have 
exhibits at the Moscow trade fair, called 
Inprodina.Sh-67. The fair, which will last 13 
days, will be i:t?- Sokolniki Park in the north
~ast section qf the city. 

Among the companies taking part are 
Crown Cork 'arid Seal of Philadelphia, Dow 
Chemical of Midland, Mich., Fairbanks Morse, 
Glenrock, N.J., and Scientific Data System of 
Santa Monica, .Calif. · 
· Three soft-drink .companies, Coca-Cola, 

Pepsi:-Cola and ·Royal -Crown Cola, will have 
·exhibits at the fair in the hopes of persuad
ing Soviet officials to allow them to produce 
their drinks under license. 

Equipment for pr.ocessing and packaging 
food is of vital interest to the Soviet Union, 
Which loses a large amount of fresh food 
each harvest because of spoilage. 

The Minneapolis trade mission, which ar
;rived early this week and leaves Sunday for 
Poland, represents food-processing companies 
as well as concerns manufacturing farm 
equipment, road buildin'g equipment anct in
dustrial machinery. 

Among the companies are Honeywell, Acro
metal Products and John Deere. · .. 
·. The members of .. the . mission· have made 
no sales .yet, but they hope some co.ntracts 
will _b~ signed_ within a year ~r· so. 

Soviet officials are r_eported they hope some 
contacts will be an artifical meat offered by 
one Wellens & Co. The product 1s made 
from soybeans. 

According to Louis R. Brewster, vice pres
ident of the company, the Russians found 
it hard to believe tliat the samples he gave 
them were artificial. 

Mr. Brewster said the products, including 
artificial ham, beef, bacon and hamburger, 
had a higher protein content than real meat. 

The product, he added, would be offered 
to the Russians for about 30 cents a pound, 
which compares With a meat price here of 
more than a dollar a pound. Meat is still 
in short supply in the Soviet Union and Mr. 
Brewster's company is hopeful of making 
sales. 

The California mission, which arrives later 
this month, will include the Elliot Manufac
turing Company of Fresno, the West Coast 
Growers and Packers, of Selma, and the 
Blackwelder Manufacturing Company of Rio 
Vista. 

Mr. Speaker, if my memory is correct, 
several of the firms mentioned in the 
Times article as participants of the Mos
cow trade fair were also mentioned this 
morning as sources of some of the items 
which the "unidentified European cus
tomer" wanted. 

I think it is true that most Americans 
are against trading with the enemy but 
it seems that the administration is not. 

For my part, I have introduced a reso
lution which would prohibit trade with 
the Soviet Union and satellite nations 
until there is solid evidence that the~' 
have called a halt to their alleged wars 
of liberation. 

It would no doubt be profitable to ex
port goods to the Soviet Union and other 
Communist nations, but our goods only 
make it easier for them to export com
munism. 

CONSIDER WHAT HUD PLANS TO DO 
TO YOUR CITY 

Mr. KLEPPE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from California [Mr. TALCOTT] may ex
tend his remarks at this point in the 
RECORD and include extraneous matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
North Dakota? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. TALCOTT. Mr. Speaker, the ad

ministration is lavishly spending money 
and·time to promote the "demonstration 
cities" program. The Department of 
Housing and -Urban Development has 
convinced hundreds of cities that if 
the requested .budget of $662 million. is 
appropriated for "demonstration cities," 
they will receive large grants to cure the 
economic, social, racial, educational, and 
esthetic ills of the cities. These promises 
have been misleading. 

The techniques and tactics of the De
partment of Housing and Urban De
velopment should be a fair . warn
ing of what can be expected in the "Fed
eral cities" program. Not only will cities 
be prostituted by impossible promises, 
but Members of Congress will be treated 
like puppets on strings. "Vote for the 
appropriation, and your city will share 
the largess.'·~ . · · . 
. . The model cities program is. the first 
step in forging a new and predominant 
Departmeri~-of :Doi:ne8tic Affairs to super-

sede all other domestic Cabinet depart
ments and independent agencies. 

Housing is only one objective of the 
model cities program-it has nothing to 
do with models or demonstrations. The 
Secretary will be in charge of all racial, 
social, and economic integration plans 
of this administration-and they are 
ambitious. Housing is no longer the prin
cipal objective. American housing is al
ready far superior to any other housing 
in the history of mankind because of in
dividual pride, ordinary citizen ambition, 
and private enterprise. Few cities, offi
cials, or planners have had the courage 
to evaluate this model cities program. 
Whenever any question has been raised 
or inadequacy mentioned, the Depart
ment simply promised a grant. 

A view of one experienced expert was 
published in the National Observer of 
May 1, 1967. All Members should con
sider the warning of Lewis Mumford, our 
country's foremost scholar in the field of 
urban problems: 

ARTICLE BY MR. LEWIS MUMFORD 

By profession I am a writer-not an archi
tect, an engineer, or a city planner; and 
though I have been a professor of city and 
regional planning at the University of Penn
sylvania I have no wish to appear before you 
as an urban specialist, an "expert," an 
authority. But please do not read any false 
humility into this statement. All the colossal 
mistakes that have been made during the 
last quarter century in urban renewal, high
way building, transportation, land use, and 
recreation have been made by highly quali
fied experts and specialists-and as regards 
planning, I should blush to be found in their 
company .... 

Is there any plausible reason for expecting 
any better results from wholesale govern
ment intervention, under our present aus
pices, no matter how much money you are 
prepared to spend? If you embark on such a 
program Without asking far more funda
mental questions about the reasons for our 
past failures, and if you fail to set up more 
human goals than those our expanding 
economy now pursues, you will be throwing 
public money down the drain. And worse: In 
tb.e course of doing this, you Will bring about 
even more villainous conditions than those 
you are trying to correct; for you will Wipe 
out on a greater scale than ever what is left 
of neighborly life, social co-operation, and 
human identity in our already depressed 
and congested urban areas. . . . 

Surely it is time that there was a general 
realization of the fact that we must delib
erately contrive a new urban pattern; one. 
that will ·more effectively moblUze the im
mense resources of -our great metropolises 
without accepting the intolerable congestion 
that has driven increasing numbers of peo
ple to seek-at whatever sacrifice of time and 
social' opportunity-at least a temporary 
breathing space in less congested suburban 
.areas: The 'new form ·of the city must be con
ceived on a regional scale. Not subordinated 
to a single dominant center, but as a net
work of cities of different forms and sizes, set 
in the midst of publicly protected open 
spaces permanently dedicated to agriculture 
and recreation. In such a regional scheme 
the metropolis would be only the first among 
equals. 
- This is the organic type of city that the 
technology of our time, the electric grid, the 
telephone, the radio, television, fast trans
portation, information storage and tranSlllis
sion, has made possible. A bahdful of plan
ners, notably Christopher Tunnard; has seen 
the implications of this new· scale in urban 
planning. But most of our planning authori
ties still remain like a scratched phonograph 

- record, with the needle ~tuck 1~ :the old met-
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ropolitan groove. Many people; .since the 
publication of Jean Gottmann~s monumental 
survey, have tried to take comfort ln the 
thought that the present disordered and 
disintegrating urban mass, which Gottmann 
has popularized as "megalopolis," ls In fact 
the modern form of the city, new, dynamic. 
and inevitable, whether we like it or not. 

That is a silly idea, worthy -0nly of . a 
Marshall McLuhan or a Timothy Leary. You 
might say of this sprawling megalopolitan 
nonentity, in McLuhan's terminology, that 
the mess ls the message. And the more mas
sive the mess, the more muddled the mes
sage. 

Now, I have had to explain to myself why 
the ideas we put forward during the last 
half century often proved politically and 
financially acceptable, but only at the price 
of being sterilized, dehumanized, and de
graded. But the full explanation dawned on 
me only recently in the course of an analysts 
I have been making on the basis assump
tions and goals that have governed all large
scale technology since the Pyramid Age in 
Egypt some 5,000 years ago. 

GROWTH 01' THE MEGA:MACHINE 

From the earliest stages of civ111zation on, 
as I read the evidence, the most striking 
advances in mass technology have been the 
outcome of centralized organizations, delib
erately expanding power in every form
mechanical power, political power, military 
power, financial power, and not least the 
scientific power of accurate analysis and 
prediction-to achieve control over both the 
natural environment and the human com
munity. The astounding mechanical success 
of these high-powered technologies is due to 
their method of systematically breaking down 
ecological complexities by deliberately elimi
nating the human factor. I have called this 
ancient form of mechanized organization the 
"megamachine." Wherever it operates, it 
magnifies authoritarian power· and mini
mizes human initiative, self-direction, and 
self-government. 

The main point to observe is that there is 
a deep-seated antagonism between a me.ch
anistic, power-centered economy and the 
far older organic life-centered economy; for 
a life economy seeks continuity, variety, or
derly and purposeful growth. Such an econ
omy is cut to the .human scale, so that every 
organism, every community, every human 
being shall have the variety of goods and 
experiences necessary for the fulfilment of 
his own individual life-course, from birth to , 
death. 

The basis of a life economy is a respect for 
organic limits. It seeks not the greatest pos
sible quantity of any particular good, but 
the right quantity, of the right quality, at 
the right place and the right time, for the 
right purpose. Too much of any one thing is 
as fatal to living organisms as too little. 

In contrast, a power economy is designed 
for the continuous expansion of a limited 
number of uniform goods-those are specially 
adapted to quantity production and remote 
control. Apart from enlarging the province of 
mechanization and automation itself, the 
chief goal of this economy is to produce the 
greatest amount of power, prestige, or profit 
for the distant controllers of the megama
chine. Though these modern power systems 
produce a maxiqmm quantity of highly spe
cialized products-motors cars, refrigerators, 
washing machines, rockets, nuclear bombs
they cannot, on their own terms, do justice 
to the far more complex and varied needs 
of human life, for these needs cannot be 
mechanized and automated, still less con
trolled and suppresSed, without killlng some
thing essential to the life of the organism or 
to the self-respect of the human personality. 

For the last century, we Americans have 
been systematically indoctrinated in the vir-· 
tues of mass production and have accepted, 
with unction, the plethora of goods offered, 

In which even -those on . public relief now 
participate. But we hav~ ·been carefully 
trained to look .only at ~he plus aj.de Qf the 
equation, and to close our eye!'! to the appal-: 
ling defects and failµre~ · that 1~ue from the 
very success of _the megamachine. , , 

No SOl,lnd public. poli~y in housing a~4 
urban renewal can be formulated till we have 
·reckoned with · these liabilities. The over
production of motor cars has not · only 
wrecked our once-efficient and well-balanced 
transportation system, and turned our big 
cities into hollow shells, exploding with vio
lence; but it has polluted the air with lethal 
carbon monoxide, and even, with the use of 
iead in gasoline, dangerously poisoned our 
water and food. The chemical industry, in 
its undisciplined effort to sell a maxi~um 
amount of its products, has poisoned our 
soils and our foods with DDT, malathion, 
and other deadly compounds, while heed
lessly befouling our water supply with de-
tergents. . 

So, too, with the pharmaceutical industry, 
the rocket industry, the television industry, 
the pornography and narcotics industries. 
All have become immensely dynamic and 
profitable enterprises, automatically expand".' 
ing, and by their very expansion callously 
disregarding human health" safety, and wel
fare, while wiping out every trace of organic 
variety and active human choice. 

The point I am µow making challenges, I 
regret to say, not only some of the published 
:views of your chairman, but probably the 
yiews of the rest of this committee. You aQ-. 
cept, I take it, the current American faith .in 
the necessity for an expanding machine
centered economy, as if this were one of the 
great laws of nature, or if not, then Amer
ica's happiest contribution to human pros
perity and freedom. I wish you were right. 

But do you seriously believe that a housing 
industry based, as Senator Riblcoff has put 
it, on "the technology of megalopolis" will be 
any more regardful of human needs and 
µuman satisfactions, or any more eag.er to 
overcome the distortions and perversions of 
a power-obsessed, machine-driven; money
oriented economy? If so, you are ignoring the 
very factors that have mocked and ruined so 
many of our previous efforts at urban im
provement. This expanding economy, for all 
its suffocating abundance of machine-made 
goods and gadgets, has :resulted i:r;i a dismally 
contracted life, lived for the most part con
fined to a car or a elevlslon set; a life so 
empty of vivid firsthand experience that it 

·might as well be lived in a space capsule, 
traveling from nowhere to nowhere at super
sonic speeds. 

Space capsules-yes, stationa·ry space cap
sules-that is what most of our new build
ings are, and our prefabricated foods taste 
increasingly like those supplied in tubes to 
astronauts; while in our urban planning 
schools I have encountered ominous designs 
for whole cities to be built underground, or 
underwater, so that their inhabitants may 
live and die without ever coming into con
tact with the living environment, which has 
been essential to the human race for or
ganic health, psychological stab111ty, and 
cultural growth for at least 500,000 years. 
And in boasting of the fact that automation 
will soon be able to do away with all serious 
and humanly rewarding work, manual or 
mental, we are threatening to remove per
haps the most essential historic invention 
for }>reserving mental balance and further
ing the arts of life. These are all danger 
signals. Is it not time to give them heed? 

Now your chairman, in his able speech 
last January, attempted _to bring together 
what seems to me, if I may speak frankly, 
two altogether incompatible, in fact down
right antagonistic, proposals: On one hand 
for restoring neighborhoods as the basic hu
man environment, on the other for applying 
to housing what he called, quite prop-erly, the 
technology of mega~opolis. Senator Ribicoff 

wisely recognized the need to respect the 
small unit, the neighborhood, in order to 
promote those qualities we associate, at least 
as an ideal, with the small town-meaning, 
I take it, a place where everyone has an 
identiftable face and ls a recognizable and 
responsible person-not just a Social Security 
number, a draft-card number, or a combi
nation of digits on a computer. 

As to neighbothoods, I am entirely on 
his side. I have not spent part of my life 
in a small country community, and another 
part in a planned neighborhood unit, Sunny
side Gardens, Long Island, without learning 
to appreciate these intimate small-town 
virtues. And I believe the greatest defect of 
the United States Constitution was its origi.:
Jlal failure, despite the example of the New 
England township and the town meeting, to 
~ake this democratic local unit the basic 
cell of our whole system of government. For 
democracy, in any active sense, begins and 
ends in communities small enough for their 
members to meet face- to face; 

But if your purpose 18 to do urban plan
ning and renewal on the basis of neighbor
hoods and balanced urban communities, you 
would, I submit, be deceiving yourselves if 
you imagined that a vast contribution by 
the Federal Government--$50 billlon over 10 
years has been suggested-could possibly 
achieve the happy results you hope for. Such 
a massive expenditure succeeded, we all know, 
in producing the atom bomb; and it has been 
applied With equal success in producing 
rockets, space satellites, supersonic jets, and 
similar instruments of physical conques.t or 
destruction. . : 

But note-.:.-this method can be applied only 
to those structures or machine assemblages 
that can be designed without the faintest 
regard for the human factor, and without 
any feedback from the human reaction: This 
patently leaves out the neighborhood and the 
city. Unless human needs and human inter
actions and human responses are the ftrst 
consideration, the city, in any valid human 
sense, cannot be said to exist, for, as Soph
ocles long ago said, "The city ls people." 

Accordingly, I beg you to look a little more 
closely at what such a huge supply of caprtal, 
With such large prospective pro.fits, would do. 
Ne>t merely would it skyrocket already in
fiated land values so that a disproportionate 
amount would go to the property owners 
and real estate ,speculators; but even worse
it would invite ever greater megamachines to 
invade the building industry. With $50 bU.:. 
lion -as bait, a new kind of aerospace industry 
would move in, with all its typical para
phernalia Of scientific research and engineer
ing design. At that moment your plans for 
creating humanly satisfactory neighborhoods 
would go up in smoke. 

ENFORCED CONFORMITY 

"General Space-Housing, rn:c." will .solve 
your housing problem, .swiftly and efficiently, 
though not painlessly, by following itS own 
typical method, derived .from the ancient 
pyramid builders: eliminate the human fac
tor by enforcing conformity ahd destroying 
choice. · 

Once started, such a scientifically ordered 
housing industry, commanding virtually un
limited capital at national expense, and pro
viding, as ip. the Pentagon's favored indus
tries, indecently large salaries and exorbi
tant profits for private investors, would be 
geared for further expansion. And it would 
achieve this expansion, not only by designing 
units prefrabricated for early obsolescence, 
but likewise by wiping out, as dangerous 
rivals, those parts of the rural or urban en
vironment that were built on a more human 
plan. 

I J:lave only nibbled at the edge~ of this 
difficult subject. My final words must be 
mostly words· of negation and caution. Go 
slow! Experiment with smali measures and 
small units. Whatever you do in extending 
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the policies follo'!ed _in the past vy~n a~o~t but the people of Rumania, locked be
surely meet wttll the same embarrassme~ts hind the Iron cur· tam· ma not 1 b te and the same failures. - - . · , Y ce e ra 

Remember that you cannot over~ome the _this day. 
metropolitan conge8tion of the last .cen- '!'hose who have -escaped from their 
tury, or the cataclysmic .disintegration of homeland to the freedom of America, 
urban life during the last 30 years, by insti- continue to mark this national holiday, 
tuting a crash program. You are much more and- today at the Carnegie Endowment 
likely to pr~uce more- lethal congestion, · National Center in New York City mes
more rapid disin~egration, ending in a greater sages will be read preparatory to b'road-
crash. The time for action on a massive scale . ' . . 
has not yet come. But the time for fresh castmg them t!l the Rumamans behind 
thinking on this whole subject is long over- the Iron Curtam. 
due. We others in America who are for-

tunate enough to have our heritage of 
freedom, must step forward this day 

BILL TO PROHIBIT DESECRATION to join in sending messages of hope 
OF FLAG GAINS SUPPORT which can help to keep alive the will to 

Mr. KLEPPE. Mr. Speaker, I ask . fight for the restoration of freedom. 
unanimous consent that the gentleman Rumanians today are denied the right 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CLEVELAND] to mark their traditional day of in
may extend his remarks at this Point in dependence because their overlords order 
the . RECORD and include extraneous them to observe May 9, the date on 
matter. which the Russian forces defeated the 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to Nazis in Rumania. 

eliminate some of the pro-Soviet slanted 
material, and . even street names have 
been changed. 

Although the more nationalistic policy 
adopted by the Rumanian Communists 
may produce an amelioration of the liv
ing conditions in Rumania, the Ruma
nian people will never be satisfied by a 
mere reassertion of national id'3ntity. Not 
until that national identity assumes the 
form of a restoration of national and 
individual freedom will the Rumanian 
people be truly satisfied. 

On this occasion of the Rumanian na
tional holiday, we Americans wish to ex
pi::ess again our lasting friendship to
ward the Rumanian people, our con
tinuing prayers for the restoration of 
their complete independence, and our 
deepest hope that the Rumanian people 
will so:m be in control again of their 
own government and their individual 
lives. 

the request of the gentleman from May 10 was selected by the Rumanian 
North Dakota? people to commemorate three significant UNITY AND THE NATIONAL FED-

There was -no objection. events in their history: the establish- ERA TION OF REPUBLICAN WOMEN 
Mr. CLEVELAND. Mr. Speaker, I ment of the Principality of Rumania in 

have today reintroduced a bill which I 1866, independ_ence won from Turkey in The SPEAKER. Under a previous · 
originally introduced in the second ses- 1877, and the establishment of their na- order of the House, the gentleman from 
sion of the 89th congress, which would tion as a kingdom in 1881. Ohio [Mr. ASHBROOK] is recognized for 
prohibit desecration of the American During-· its period as an independent 10 minutes. 
:flag. . nation, Rumania had one of the more · Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker. I had 

This bill, -similar to several which have socially progressive and stable govern- a :firsthand OPPortunity to -observe the 
been introduced by my colleagues during - :m.ents in Europe. Liberal reforms had conduct of the biennial convention of 
this session, would provide for imprisorr- been instituted by Rumania, including the National Fe.deration of Republican 
ment for not mor.e than 1 year .and a a land reform measure which gave the Women which was held in .Washington . 
fine 0~ not more than $1,000 for anyone peasantry an opportunity to acquire during last week. I know when I see a 
who publicly mutilates, defaces, defiles, ownership of much of the land. A com- railroad running through the miC:dle of 
defies, tramples upon, or casts contempt, pulsory educational system was estab- the house so it was not hard to observe 
either by word or act, on any :flag, stand- lished. By the provisions of the 1923 Ru- - wbat was transpiring. 
ard, colors, or ensign of the United ~anian Constitution, male suffrage came It appears to me that a decision was . 
states. . into existence in Rumania. made that Mrs. Phyllis Schla:fiy should 

It is strange to see in our newspapers·, Yet it was to be the tragic fate of the not be elected President of NFRW and · 
pictures of American young men facing . Rumanian people again to fall under for- every tactic and device was used to ac
danger and death ·in -Vietnam while in . eign subjugation. Following World War complish this objective. I saw many of 
these sarne editions -there are pictures of II, a Communist regime was imposed them. Others can only be the subject of 
other Americans burning their Nation's _ on them, and the people were terrorized conjecture. For example, it would appear 
:flag in the safety of an American park. into submission. that the only real reason for postponing 

While we pride ourselves on the right Life today in Rumania means strict the convention which was originally 
of dissent in our Nation, · a right which police-state survefllance. It means sub- scheduled for last year in California was . 
was established by our Founding Fathers mitting to Communist Party directives for the purpose of undercutting Mrs. 
and one which must remain inviolate, on a broad _ range of everyday matters Schlafty. 
there is a point at which dissent ends · from housing · ·and holidays. It even It is also interesting to note that the · 
and disloyalty begins. This great right . means being dependent on the party's theme of last week's convention was 
of dissent was never intended to allow · favor to earn a livelihood. unity. If Mrs. Schlafly wants to support 
the desecration or mutilation of our . Despite years of. indoctrination, the : those who stacked the deck against her, 
American 1lag, a symbol of our national Communists have not succeeded in eras- . i~ would be sheer grace on her part. 
heritage. 1ng the national consciousness of the · On the other hand, it is clear to me that 

And even as I have read and heard Rumanian people. · They continue to those who manipulated, gave unfair 
with disgust of recent .desecrations of yearn for freedom_:_freedom from for- rulinirs and engaged in unfair tactics 
our- :flag, so have I been heartened and eign control for their nation and the in- haye no right whatsoever to ask for 
encouraged by my many colleagues who dividual freedopt~ now denied them. unity. They were the most divisive force I 
have introduced legislation to prohibit Even the Communist fUnctionaries in have ever seen in the Republican Party
this; and by the prompt hearings grant- RWIJ.ania are becoming more responsive the same dominant elements we saw · 
ed similar bills by the Committee on to the undercurrent surge of national- playing the spoiler's role in 1964. 
the Judiciary. · ism permeating the population of Ru- A formal objection has been lodged by 

I hope these hearings will be followed mania today. Part!y to gain greater pop- a number of the pro-Schlafty delegates. 
by quick and positive action to end these ular support and partly a refiection of Their objections are not those of sore 
disgraceful exhibitions. the current trend of the. loosening ties . losers but of inc;iignant women who wit

within the Soviet. bloc, Rumanian Com- nessed this affair. I include. their letter 
mun~sts have adopted one of the more and two newspaper articles in the ' 

RUMANIA'S INDEPENDENCE DAY- independent courses _taken by the East RECORD at this point: 
European nations. . 

The SPEAKER. Under a ' previous · The Rumanian Communists have gone . 
order of_ the House, the gentleman from perhaps ev~n. fur~h_er th~n any other 
New Yor'!' IMr. HALPERN] is recogniZed East European nation in attempting tO . 
for 10 ~mutes. . . . · de-Russify Ru.mania. Russian-language 

Mr. HALPERN. Mr. Speake(, the 10th_ courses are no longer compulsory 1n . 
of May is . the traditional anniversary Rumanian secondary schools national 
of the day of.. Rumania's 1ndeperidence, · history books are being co~rected to: 

CXIII--776-Part 9 

MAY 8, 1967. 
Mr. RAY BLISS, 
National Chairman., Republican National 

Committee, Washington, D.C. 
DEAR MR. BLISS: Tbe. undersigned women, 

who served as. delegates to . the Convention 
of the National Federation of Republican· 
Women .. in Washington, D.C. on May ~. 
:formally protest . the gross Uiegallties and 
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irregularities which characterized both the 
Convention proceedings and t:µe election. We 
believe that these irregularities defeated the 
choice of the majority of the delega.tes and 
members of the Federation. We urge that you 
initiate an investigation by impartial per
sons acceptable to both candidates. 

1. The Credentials Committee wrongfully 
deprived about 100 Schlafiy delegates of their 
right to vote at this Convention for reasons 
which were either completely invalid or of 
doubtful validity. At the same time, the 
Committee wrongfully seated about 800 
O'Donnell delegates from New York and 
Pennsylvania who should have been disquali
fied for the very fundamental reason of not 
paying their full dues. Some of the specifics 
on these cases are set forth in the Minority 
Report of the Credentials Committee. 

It is a shocking double standard that little 
pro-Schlafiy clubs were disqualified for being 
allegedly one or two days late in paying their 
dues, but the big pro-O'Donnell states of 
New York and Pennsylvania were allowed to · 
vote although they paid only about half the 
dues required by Section 4 of Article 3 of the 
NFRW bylaws. ·The official NFRW: Statistical 
Report proves that New York paid on mem
bership of only 32,500 for 1965 and 1966, al
though the "actual membership is 65,000," 
which means that New York, in effect, paid 
only 5¢ per capita dues, while all states other 
than New York and Pennsylvania paid 10¢ 
per capita dues. 

The same NFRW Statistical Reports prove 
that Pennsylvania made only a token pay
ment of about one-quarter what they owed 
in 1965, and one-third what they owed in 
1966. Thus, for two of the three years since 
the last NFRW Convention, New York and 
Pennsylvania are substantially in arrears in 
their dues, and a large percentage or all of 
their delegates should have been barred from 
voting at this Convention. 

Another pro-O'Do~nell state which was 
permitted serious deviation$ from the dues 
requirement was Oregon. Oregon did not pay 
its dues for 1967 until about 10 days after 
the deadline, and then ciri.ly in response to 
a. telegram request from the NFRW office. By 
contrast, 12 Schlafly delegates were disquali
fied because the state treasurer forwarded 
the dues to ·the national office one day late. 
In Texas, 17 pro-Schlafly clubs were barred 
from voting for tardiness in paying dues, 
althou~h it was proved that these clubs had 
been given erroneous information about the 
date of the dues deadline. 

Because of one erroneous challenge, 
brought to the Credentials Committee by a 
single O'Donnell supporter, 26 Wisconsin 
delegates who had complied with all rules 
and paid their registration fees and were 
wearing their t?adges, were made to wait 48 
hours standing, sitting and lying in hot and 
stu1fy halls, missing $23 worth of meals they 
had already paid for and two nigh ts of sleep; 
they were finally cleared at o A.M. the morn
ing of voting. This was in shocking contrast 
to the automatic credentialling and register
ing of hundreds of delegates arriving by bus
loads from pro-O'Donnell states, some arriv
ing as late as five hours after voting had 
begun. 

2. The principal credentialling of dele
gates was not handled by an impartial ere-

. dentials or registration committee, but was 
turned over to state presidents, 35 of whom 
were in the O'Donnell campaign organiza
tion. This meant that state presidents could 
hand the badges over to anyone of their own 
choosing, without any check whatsoever on 
whether they were proper delegates. There 
was no guarantee against badges being given 
to unauthorized persons; there was even no 
guarantee against one woman voting twice 
with different badges. The· result was that, 
the morning of the voting, busloads of 
women arrived from New York, Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey and Michigan who were taken 
immediately to their state headquarters, 

given badges, instructed how to vote, herded 
through the voting area, and then put back 
on the buses and driven home without ever 
going to the Convention floor or participat
ing in the Convention. In the absence of 
proof to the contrary, it can be assumed that 
these were ·not legitimate delegates "from 
each club," as specified in the NFRW bylaws, 
but were women appointed by their state 
presidents to "represent" clubs to which 
they never belonged. 

3. Although the official Call to Convention 
stated that, in order to vote, a delegate must 
present the yellow credential slip signed by 
her club president and countersigned by her 
club treasurer, this requirement was aban
doned at the Convention. Delegates were per
mitted to vote without showing this yellow 
form to the tellers, so that there were no 
cross checks with the ballot machine spindle 
cards against this official form. Further, there 
are many tellers who will testify to other 
irregularities of voting procedures. Some 95 
Schla:fly delegates from Ohio were subjected 
to incredible harassment and delay after they 
arrived in the voting area. 

4. Mrs. Elston, as . presiding officer, denied 
the Convention the right to accept or reject 
any Credentials Committee report. This ls 
clearly contrary to Section 71 of Roberts 
Rules of Order Revised which states that the 
adoption of the Credentials report shall be 
the first order of business. There was never 
an official determination before the election 
of how many delegates were entitled to vote. 
Repeated attempts from the Convention :floor 
to demand the Credentials Committee report 
were ruled out of order. 

5. We have never yet been given any accu
rate or satisfactory Credentials Committee 
report. As of today, we do not know how 
many delegates were present and entitled to 
vote. 

6. In the Convention hall, the seating was 
NOT alphabetical, but arranged in a manner 
beneficial to pr.o-O'Donneli' states. New York, 
Pennsylvania and Michigan were seated to
gether in the front rows under the television 
lights, while the pro-Schla:fly states were 
seated in the poorly-lighted rear of the hall 
and on the outer fringes. Thus, it was physi
cally impossible for the chair to rule fairly 
or accurately on any close voice or standing 
votes. 

7. The :floor of the Convention was policed 
with such efficient control that leaders of 
Mrs. Schla:fly's delegations could not even 
communicate with one another or with the 
chair. Microphones were usually turned off 
in the area of the pro-Schlafly states. Men 
were controlling and directing the entire 
Convention floor. Visitors imported from 
areas hostile to Mrs. Schla:fly were made ser
geants-at-arms. A force of hired police was 
stationed at all doors, and Schlafly delegates 
were not allowed to leave by side doors con
venient to the ladies' room. Mrs. Grace 
Thackeray, president of the Southern Divi
sion of the California Federation, heading a 
membership of 40,000 women, could not walk 
down the aisle to speak to a member of her 
d 'elegation without being harassed and 
threatened. When she tried to speak to a 
point of personal privilege, she was never 
recognized. A network of control prevented 
her leaving the floor to talk with reporters, 
or to speak with them on the floor . 

8. It was a clear conflict of interest for 
Mrs. Dorothy Elston, the real campaign man
ager of Mrs. O'Donnell campaign, to pre
side at the Convention. For many months, 
Mrs. Elston had used the National Federa
tion office as a campaign headquarters for 
Mrs. O'Donnell and against Mrs. Schlafly, 
the elected First Vice President. Mrs. Elston 
continued her partisan and prejudicial be
havior in the conduct of every phase of the 
Convention and the election. She named all 
the Convention committees, which resulted 
in a ratio ·of 15 Schla:fly supporters out of 
109 committee members. Only after a strong 

protest was lodged by Schta:fly supporters 
did Mrs. Elston agree to some additional 
Schlafly tellers. The president of the Hawaii 
Federation, Mrs. Ruth Jackson, resigned as 
a member of the Credentials Committee be
cause of its steady stream of biased deci
sions. 

9. The many violations of proper parlia
mentary procedure and Roberts Rules of 
Order are too numerous to list. Many points 
have been already mentioned. In addition, 
there was no Treasurer's Report presented, 
probably because it would have brought up 
embarrassing questions about the failure 
of New York and Pennsylvania to pay their 
full dues. By a series of maneuvers, the chair 
successfully evaded the presentation of the 
Credentials Committee report, although 
Roberts Rules say that a change in the Con
vention program requires a % vqte. 

10. Mrs. Schlafiy's representatives were 
denied the right to watch the preparation 
and sealing of the voting machines, and 
denied the right tQ test-vote them, although 
Mrs. Elston had promised this in writing in 
her letter to Mrs. Schlafiy's campaign man
ager, Mrs. Kate Hoffman. Mrs. Elston's letter 
also promised that Mrs. Schlafly's represent
atives would be notified of the time of 
the preparation of the voting machines. 
Such notice was not given. When Mrs. 
Schla:fly's ballot security representatives ac
cidentally discovered that the preparation of 
the voting machines was in process and 6 of 
the 20 machines had already been se~led, 
they tried to watch the preparation of the 
remaining machines. They were ejected from 
the voting machine area and not permitted 
to do this. 

11. As late as 6 A.M., Mrs. Schlafly's rep
resentatives indicated that they would be 
satisfied with a spot check of the backs of the 
machines, but even this was denied. The 
cursory viewing of the outsides of the ma
chines then permitted was no guarantee 
whatsoever of a fair election, and cannot 
possibly substitute for inspection of the seal
ing of the machines. 

12. A formal challenge to the whole elec
tion was presented on the floor of the Con
vention. Please note that this challenge was 
presented while the election was taking 
place--not after the election results were 
known. The delegate who presented the chal
lenge, Mrs. Rosalind Frame, stated that she 
was making the challenge regardless of who 
won the election. 

13. What is at stake here is the integrity 
of the ballot. In our opinion this was a con
trolled and rigged election which has con
stituted an election fraud depriving the half 
million Federated Republican women of their 
representation at the National Convention. 
Republicans cannot point their fingers at 
election frauds in Texas and Cook County 
unless our own elections are, like Caesar's 
wife, above suspicion. 

Respectfully submitted. 
Mrs. KATE HOFFMAN, 

Illinois. 
Mrs. GRACE THACKERAY, 

California. 
Miss LUCILLE BOSTON, 

California. 
Mrs. RUTH MURRAY, 

Wisconsin. 

[From the St. Louis Post-Dispatch, May 8, 
1967] 

MRS. SCHLAFLY CHARGES FRAUD IN GOP VOT
ING-4 BACKERS ASK BLISS To MAKE IN
VESTIGATION 

(By Richard Dudman) 
WASHINGTON, May 8.-Mrs. Phyllis Schlafiy 

of Alton, Ill., charged fraud today in the 
election Saturday in which she was defeated 
for president of the National Federation of 
Republican Women. 

She and her conservative followers de
manded an impartial investigation of what 
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they ~a.lled. a "co~trolled and rigged election" 
that constituted an "election -fraud . ., 

Four of her lieutenants asked for the in
quley in a letter addressed. to ~Y .Bliss, 
chairman of the Republican National Com
mittee. She said it would be hand delivered 
to Bliss today. 

Mrs. Schlafly, elaborating on the charges at 
a press conference, accused ''New York-based 
liberals" of defeating her. She and her aids 
blamed the ''eastern establishment" for the 
continuing split in the 500,000-member 
women's federation. 

ILLEGALITIES CHARGED 

The victor ln the election Saturday was 
Mrs. Gladys O'Donnell, a Long Beach (Ca.llf.) 
businesswoman and airplane pilot. The vote 
was 1910 to 1494. 

The letter protested. against "gross illegali
ties and irregularities" ln the election and 
in the proceedings of the federation's con
vention, held here Friday and · Saturday. 

"We believe that these irregularities de
feated the choice of the majority of the 
delegates and members of the federation," 
the letter said. 

"We urge that you initiate an investiga
tion by impartial persons acceptable to both 
candidates." · 

The women charged that the credentials 
committee wrongfully deprived about 100 
pro-Schlafly delegates of the right to vote 
but wrongfully seated about 800 O'Donnell 
delegates from New York [,nd Pennsylvania 
who had not paid their full dues. 

Handling of credentials was turned over 
to state presidents; 35 of whom were in the 
O'Donnell campaign organization, the letter 
said. They contended that there was no guar
antee against passing badges around or, even 
voting twice with different badges. · 

"The result was that, the morning of the 
voting, buslt>ads of women arrived from New 
York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey and Michi
gan, who were taken lmmedia tely to their 
state headquarters, given badges, instructed 
how to vote, herded through the voting area, 
and then put back on the busses and driven 
home without ever going to the convention 
floor or participating in the convention." 

The bill of particulars charged also that 
there never was any satisfactory credentials 
committee report. 

"As of· today, we do not know how many 
delegates were present and entitled to vote," 
it said. 

The letter charged the retiring president, 
Mrs. Dorothy Elston, with a conflict of inter
est on the ground that she was "the real cam
paign manager" for Mrs. O'Donnell. 
· "Mrs. Elston continued her partisan and 

prejudicial behavior in the conduct of every 
phase of the convention and the election," 
the letter said. 

INSPECTION BARRED 

It repeated earlier charges that Mrs. 
Schlafly's representatives were denied the 
right to inspect the voting machine as 
promised in advanced by Mrs. Elston. 

Mrs. Schlafly said she did not expect legal 
action if the demand for an inquiry was 
rejected. 

"I don't have any faith in any legal ac
tion, so there really isn't much recourse ex
cept to tell people the truth and make sure 
it doesn't happen again," she said. 

[From the St. Louis Globe-Democrat, 
May 9, 1967) 

THE REPUBLICAN WOMEN'S DEBACLE 

It was the Republican party, not Phyllis 
Schla{ly, who suffered a -defeat in the voting 
of the National Federation of Republican 
Women in W-ashington this past weekend. 

Mrs. Schlafly was so clearly the better can
didate that, left to personal selection, there 
would have been no contest. She was next in 
line for the presidency, but completely be
yond this rather substantial claim,· Phyllis 
Schlafly is brilliant, hardworking, energetic 

and beautiful-a ha?d. combination- to beat 
in any league. . 
_ Her opponent proclaimed .herself a "simple 

garden variety of uncomplicated. Republican ... 
It is difilcult to imagine anything that the 
Republican party needs _less in these· troubled 
tlmes. 

Not everyone will always agree with Mrs. 
Schlafiy, although this newspaper has 
watched her career over the years with con
siderable enthusiasm. At . the very least, .her 
party regularity, her unfaillng enthusiasm for 
Republican candidates, as demonstrated ln 
many elections, and her contagious enthu
siasm in support of good causes made her_the 
ideal selection. 

There seems little doubt that she was 
counted out, which isn't the first time that 
this has happened to a Republican candidate 
in recent years. 
. Many of her adherents, properly qualified 

dues-paying Republicians, were disfranchised 
without hearing on flimsy technicalities while 
bus loads of ladles of dubious political back
ground at best were rushed in at the last 
moment under the aegis of Gov. Nelson 
Rockefeller, that perennial spoiler of Repub
lican chances, and were allowed to vote. 

It is regrettable that Mrs. Rosemary Ginn, 
Republican Natio~a.1 Committeewoman in 
Missouri, whose tenure has scarcely been 
showered with the roses of success in this 
state, allied herself with the Rockefeller stop
Schlafly faction. 

Our prediction is, knowing Mrs. Schlafly, 
that she wlll continue her energetic fight for 
Republican causes and that she will be 
crowned with the eventual success which is 
due here talent and her vision 

The Republican ·party has an excellent 
chance of electing a President and a number 
of Governors, Senators, Congressmen and 
lesser omclals next year. 

They will not do it, however, if they persist 
in trying to give the election away by such 
means as the abortive anti-Johnson, so
called policy statement last week, and the 
Schlafly robbery at the polls last weekend. 

THE 40TH ANNIVERSARY OF LIND
BERGH'S FLIGHT 

Mr. BOB WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD and 
include extraneous matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BOB WILSON. Mr. Speaker, 

this month marks the 40th anniversary 
of Lindbergh's :flight from New York to 
Paris. A replica of the original "Spirit 
of St. Louis'' has been painstakingly 
reconstructed by Fr_ank Tallman of the 
Tallmantz Avfation Co. in Orange Coun
ty, Calif. Beginning today, this exact 
:flying replica of Lindbergh's "Spirit" is 
on di.splay at North Island Naval . Air 
Station in San Diego. With Tallman in 
the cockpit, the model "Spirit" will take 
off today at 3: 55 Pacific daylight time, 
the exact time of Lindbergh's departure 
ih 1927, and will tly over the Sa:a.'l Diego 
area. From there, the plane will be 
transported by the Department of Com
merce to the Paris Air Show in France 
where the Tallman replica will be the 
centerpiece of the U.S. Pavilion at the 
airshow. In Paris, Tallman plans to 
reenact the historic landing on May 21 
at Le Bourget. 

I can still recall my excitement as a 
schoolboy in Calexico, Calif., when I saw 
Charles Lindbergh :fly his "Spirit" of St. 

Louis. He was touring. the country just 
a few . months after his historymaking 
transatlantic fUght and we "kids,". at 
the time, were let out of school to watch 
the "''Spirit" circle overhead. 

Many San Diegans can remember far 
more than just catching a glimpse of the 
original plane, for a number of our citi
zens worked with Lindbergh in the con
struction and testing of his aircraft. At 
this point, I would like to insert a story 
by Robert Zimmerman from the San 
Diego Union describing the vital role of 
these aircraft workers: 

"SPIRIT or ST. LOUIS" BRINGS BACK 
~MO RIES 

(By Robert Zimmerman) 
The replica. of the Spirit of St. Louis that 

will appear in the sky over San Diego this 
week embodies a dream that goes back many 
years for some San Diegans. 

They are men who worked on the origi
nal plane for Charles Lindbergh 40 years 
ago and have hoped to see one like it fly 
again. 

Although the repllca to be flown here 
Wednesday was built by the Ta.llmantz Avi
ation Co. in Orange County, its close re
semblance to the original is due in part to 
a project undertaken several years ago in 
San Diego. 

ThtS was "Project We," a program of the 
San Diego Aerospace Museum which was 
aimed at putting a new Spirit of St. Louis 
into the air on the 40th anniversary of Lind
bergh's solo hop across the Atlantic. 

Although "Project We" got only part-way 
toward its goal, it covered important ground
work leading to the construction of the Tall
mantz replica. 

FOR PARIS SHOW 

Frank Tallman, a movie pilot whose firm 
at the Orange County Airport has produced 
many reproductions of early aircraft for Hol
lywood films, decided last fall to build a 
Spirit of St. Louis replica to be flown at the 
Paris Air Show this year. 

Tallman wanted it to be a dead-ringer, 
even down to the ribs and spars that would 
be hidden by fabric. He began collecting all 
the records and drawings pertaining to the 
original that he could .find. 

The Ryan Aeronautical Co. came up with 
an extensive file of 1927 photographs show
ing the original Spirit in different phases of 
construction. Other 40-year-old documents 
gave additional specifications. . 

But nothing in the way of original factory 
blueprints could be found. Then Tallman 
got a helping hand from "Project We." 

A set of shop drawings-painstakingly re
produced by men who had worked on the 
original-had been assembled at the Aero
space Museum. Much of the work had been 
done by Dan Burnett of 8069 Culowee St., 
La Mesa, now an employe of Rohr Corp. He 
had serv• id as foreman in the wing assembly 
shop when the first Spirit was made by Ryan 
Airlines, Inc. 

Tallman's craftsmen added these draw
ings to their collection of Spirit of St. Louis 
records and went to work. John Van der 
Linde of 4550 56th St., a retired Ryan engi
neer who also worked on the original, visited 
the Tallman shops for consultations as thEI 
new Spirit began to take shape. 

When Tallman took the replica on its 
:rµaiden flight two weeks ago, he said he was 
satisfied that it not only looked like the orig
inal but fiew just iike it as well. It is as close 
to a perfect reproduction as anyone could 
:hope for, he said. 

Many San Diegans who had a hand in 
building the first Spirit of St. Louii;i will be 
able to size up the replica when it goes on 
display at North Island Naval Air Station 
Wednesday. 
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Ed Morrow, who · lives at t271 Cla.rendon_ only the-beginning of Sail Diego's para

St., El Cajon, and retired two years ago as mount role in the development of avia
a Ryan employe, was another who worked ti Li dbe 
on the fi~t Spirit and :has . been active in on. n rgh's fiight, however, more 
"Project we." · . . · , · than a'!?y oth~r · singl~,, event, put the 

Morrow is ~>ne of t.hose whom Lindbergh · stamp Made m U.S.A. on future ad
recalls meeting at the Ryan shops on Harbor vances in aeronautics and the fantastic· 
Drive· when he came here in February, 1927, air age in which we are privileged to live. 
to supervise construction of his plane by Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I respectfully 
Ryan Airlines . . The events are recounted in request that the Congress recognize this 
t~~~:~rgh's. 195~ book, "The Spirit of St. anniversary date as . the beginning of 

Line.bergh had dealt fir~t by telegram with. many. p~oductive and ~ar-reaching years 
T. Claude Ryan, now chairman of the Ryan of av1at1on for San Diego, and the Na
Aeronautical Co., who was then· a partner tion, by passage of the following resolu
in Ryan Airlines with B. F. Mahoney. Shortly tion which I am introducing today in 
before Lindbergh came here, Ryan sold his conjunction with my San Diego col-
interest in the firm to Mahoney. league, the gentleman from California, 

DESIGN CREDITED JAMES B. UTT: 
The :a5-year:-old air mail pilot whose name 

would one day be known throughout , the 
world spent hours in consultation with Don
ald Hall; then the chief engineer for the Ryan 
firm, who now lives at 3330 Xenophon St. 

Hall is credited with the actual design of 
the plane-a modification of the M-2 mono
plane which Ryan was building to fly the 
mail. Changes _had to be made in the wing 
and fuselage to create a plane that could 
get off the ground with enough fuel aboard· 
to make a non-stop flight from New York 
to Paris. 

Lindbergh tells of leaning over Hall's 
shoulder under a bare light bulb ~ the 
Spirit of St. Louis took shape on a drawing 
board, and of strolling with Hall on the 
Silver Strand beach as they ironed out 
details of the design. 

At one point, Lindbergh and Hall went 
to •the San Diego public library to figure out 
just how far it was from New York to Paris. 
They stretched a piece of white grocery string 
across the library's globe and calculated the 
span as 3,600 statute miles. 

Lindberg also writes of his association with 
Hawley Bowlus, who was the Ryan factory 
manager and now lives in the San Fernando 
VE1-lley. Bowlus spent many years in San 
Diego, and during the 1930s he taught Lind
bergh and his wife to pilot gliders off Point 
Loma. 

Another figure around the Ryan shops in 
1927: was Douglas Corrigan, ·who would some 
day earn the nickname "Wrong-Way" for a 
transatlantic flight of his own. Corrigan is 
now an orange grower in Orange County. 

In San Diego, Lindbergh also met the 
late Fred Rohr for the first time. Then 
Rohr's small firm was supplying fuel tanks 
and cowlings for Ryan planes. The Rohr 
Corp. is now one of the major aircraft sub
assem.bly manufacturers in the nation. 

In his book, Lindbergh decribes his de- · 
parture from North Island May 10. He had 
set _4 p.m. for his departure time, but actually 
took off 5 minutes early. 

"At 3:~0 I crawi into my flying suit. It's 
uncomfortably hot in this California sun, but 
I can't very well put the suit on while I'm 
1Ii the air-and I'll certainly need it over the 
mountain ranges tonight .... 

"We start and warm up the engine. It's a 
few minutes early, but why wait longer in 
the heat? I wave good-by, taxi into position, 
and ease ·the throttle open. As I pick up 
speed, I hold the tail low to put as much 
load as possible on the wings and reduce 
th.e strain on the landing gear. . . 

"The take-off wasn't as difficult as I ex
pected. It's 3:55 ·Pacific. I make a mental 
note of the time, check instruments, pull the 
throttle back slightly, and begin a wide, 
climbing turn to the left. . . 

''We· circle North Island, the factory, and 
the city of . San Diego. Then, leaving ocean 
and bay behind, I set my compass heading 
for St. Louis." 

Th.e stocy by no means ends here. The 
buUq.ing ~f the "Spirit of St. Louis" was· 

H. -RES. 470 
Whereas the 40th anniversary of the be

ginning . of the historic transatlantic flight 
of Charles A. Linabergh in his plane, the 
''Spirit of St. Louis," will be commemorated 
in San Diego, California, on May 10, 1967; 
and 

Whereas that historic flight began at 
Rockwell Field in San Diego, the "Spirit of· 
St. Louis" was bµilt in San Diego, and San 
Diego has been the site of many other firsts 
in the annals of aviation; and 

·whereas the Department of Commerce 
will transport the only exact flying replica 
of the "Spirit of St. Louis" to Paris, France, 
for the reenactment on May 21, 1967, of 
Lindbergh's landing at Le Bourget, France, 
on May 21, 1927; and 

Whereas that replica of the "Spirit of St. 
Louis" will become a focal point of the 
United States pavilion at the Paris Air Show; 
and 

Whereas the efforts of the San Diego com
munity linked with the United States Gov
ernment will form a bridge of friendship 
with the people of France which is appro
priate to the· 40th anniversary of that his
toric :fiight: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the city of San Diego, Cali
fornia, be commended for its community 
leadership in this worthy international 
event. · 

RESPECT FOR OUR FLAG AND RE
SPECT FOR OUR CONSTITUTION 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that the gen- · 
tleman from New York [Mr. BINGHAM] 
may extend his remarks at this point in 
the RECORD and include extraneous 
matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I know 

that all of our colleagues share by revul
sion at the burning of the American Flag 
by those who oppose our country's for
eign policy. But we must guard against 
the danger that such revulsion may lead 
to unnecessary and unwise legislative ac
tion. Respect for our :fiag and respect for 
our Constitution must go hand in hand. 

In the overheated atmosphere of emo
tionalism that prevails, a breath of fresh 
air is provided by the editorial which ap
peared in the Washington -Post this 
morning; it reads as follows: 

RESPECT FpR THE FLAG 
Th~ American flag ls an emblem of the. 

United States. As such, of course, it deserves 
respect; and· any misuse or desecration of it 
is properly ·and understandably <>ffensive t6 
Americans. But respect for the :fiag means re• 
spe<;lt fo:r :the ·great values of which it is em-

blematic. It represents a nation which; in its 
fundamental charter, recognize1d:lisserit from 
prevailing opinion as vital to . the . general 
welfare, which fosters diversity and indi
viduality as socially desirable and which 
guarantees freedom for the expression even 
of opinions which a majority abhors. 

Some of the recent clamor in the House 
of Representatives for protection of the :fiag 
by legislation seems grossly ignorant of these 
val'!1es. _Congressmen who urge their country
men to "forget the First Amendment" or who 
talk wildly about firing squads for fiag
burners or who propose to make verbal con
tempt for the flag a Federal crime do greater 
violence to the :fiag of the United States and 
to its meaning than the worst of the boorish 
oafs who fancy. that setting fire to a flag is a 
meaningful form of protest. 

Every one of the 50 American states and 
. the District of Columbia now has a law for

bidding such behavior. There is not the 
slightest need for Federal legislation invad
ing the jurisdiction of the states in this 
connection. And in point of fact the Fed
eral Government has no faciiities for en:. 
forcing such legislation. Let's not inflate a 
nuisance into a menace. 

Flag burning is a sil-ly and ineffeetual ges
ture on the level of hanging someone in effigy. 
The person hung in effigy may be annoyed 
but is unlikely to be injured. But the United 
States san be gravely endangered by official 
outbursts of hysterical "patriotism" aimed 
at odious opinio~s-or at odious expressions 
of opinion. The country's temperature is al
ready feverish, Genuine patriotism Will · aim 

· at cooling it down, ·not at heating it up. 

RESULTS OF ·QUESTIONNAIRE 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. BINGHAM] 
may extend his remarks at this point in 
the RECORD and include extraneous 
matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request · of the gentleman from· 
Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I 

have recently completed the tabulation · 
of a questionnaire which I sent to every 
resident in my congressional district in 
February. The thousands of replies re
ceived are a tribute t;o the interest taken 
by my constituents on important pub-
lic issues. · 

For the benefit of our colleagues and 
other readers of the RECORD, I insert the 
results at this point in the RECORD: 

I. VIETNAM 

i. Do you favor these steps in an effort to 
get peace talks going (as recommended b'y 
U Thant) : · '. : 
A. Stop bombing in North Vietnam: 

Percent 
Yes -------------------------------- 45 
No -·-------------------------------- 49 
Undecided ------------------------- 6 

B. Agree that the National Liberation 
Front (Vietcong political arm) should 
be party to peace talks in its own 
right: 

Percent 
Yes --------·------------------------ 66 
No --------------------------------- 25 
Undecided -------------------------- 9 

0. Reduce level of fighting in South 
Vietnam (i.e.; de-escalate): 

Percent 
Yes --·---------------.;. _____ :_.; _____ ~- 43 
No· _._ _____ . __ ., ___ ,_..,_..,. ____ ... .:. ___ .;._.:,_,;.__ 51 

Undecided --------------------------- 6 
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2. Assuming the :fighting in Vietnam con

tinues, how do you want your Congressman 
to vote on Defense Appropriation bills: 

Percent 

For ---------------------------------- 73 
Against ------------------------------ 27 

ll. OTHER FOREIGN POLICY 

1. Should U.S. support U.N. decision to 
compel Rhodesia to move toward majority 
rule? 

Percent 

Yes ---------------------------------- 60 
No ----------------------------------- 27 
Undecided ---------------------------- 13 

2. Do you favor President Johnson's efforts 
to "build bridges" to communist countries 
of Eastern Europe, for instance through in
creased trade? 

Percent 

Yes ---------------------------------- 70 
No ----------------------------------- 24 
Undecided ---------------------------- 6 

Ill. The draft: The Selective Service Act ex
pires this year. Whic},l of the following al
ternatives do you favor for the future? 

Percent 
A. Continue the existing system of selec-

tive service with its limited exemp
tions (for students, etc.)---------- 23 

B. Use a lottery with exemptions only for 
health reasons or where family cir
cumstances absolutely demand 
them ---------------------------- 19 

C. Draft all youngsters of given age and 
require either m111tary or other na
tional service (e.g. community 
service, conservation corps, etc.) -- 44 

D. Other (specify)-------------------- 14 

IV. I favor federally assisted research to 
help develop an Inexpensive electrically-pow
ered car as a means of :fighting air pollution. 
Do you agree? 

Percent 

Yes -------------------------------~-- 77 
No ----------------------------------·- 17 
Undecided. --------------------------- ~ 

V. Do you favor the President's proposal to 
make all wiretapping and "bugging" illegal 
except where a judge certifies that the na
tional security is involved? 

Percent 

Yes ---------------------------------- 86 
No ---------------------------------- 5 
Undecided --------------------------- 9 

VI. Would you favor a law limiting the 
total amount of TV and radio time that can
didates !or public office could buy? 

Percent 

Yes ---------------------------------- 75 
No ---------------------------------- 17 
Undecided --------------------------- 8 

VII. On the question o! mail order sales of 
:firearms, do you believe they should be 

Percent 
Prohibited --------------------------- 58 
Strictly regulated--------------------- 36 
Allowed to continu~ as JS------~------- 6 

Vffi. Trading stamps: Which Of the fol
lowing statements most nearly re1lects your 
views: 

Percent 
A. The gifts from redeemed . trading 

stamps are a pleasant bonus for 
shopping In certain stores_________ 12 

B. Trading stamps mean higher prices 
and are unwanted---------------- 55 

C. Use of trading stamps, which have 
good and bad features, should be 
more closely regulated------------ 83 

RUMANIAN INDEPENDENCE DAY 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that the gen
tleman from Michigan CMr. DINGELL] 

may extend his remarks at this point in 
the RECORD and include extraneous 
matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, through

out history Rumania has been a cross
road between East and West in south
eastern Europe. Partly for that reason, 
up to the latter half of the 19th century 
Rumania was divided among her neigh
bors for nearly 400 years, and the Ru
manians had to endure alien rule·. During 
those centuries Rumania was part of the 
Ottoman Empire and it was ruled by the 
callous and corrupt agents of the sultans. 
Through misgovernment and misrule the 
people suffered much, but the Rumanians 
continued to struggle hard for the attain
ment of their freedom. In 1877, when the 
Russo-Turkish War was raging in the 
Balkans, the liberty-loving Rumanians 
cast off the Ottoman yoke and pro
claimed their independence on May 10 
of that year. 

That has become a memorable day in 
Rumanian history. The Rumanian forces 
joined the Russians in the war against 
the Turks, and at the end of that war 
their newly won independence was rec
ognized by the Congress of Berlin in 
1878. Thenceforth they enjoyed freedom 
for several decades, but their peaceful 
life was interrupted by many wars, in
cluding of course . the two world wars. 
They were involved in both, and they suf
fered indescribable misery in both. 

At the end of the last war they lost part 
of their territory to the Soviet Union, 
anci they lost their national freedom. A 
Communist government was forced upon 
them by the Kremlin, and they had to 
endure its rigid rule for almost two dec
ades.· But in recent years, in response to 
growing pressures from the freedom-lov
ing Rumanian populace, the Rumanian 
Communists have been forced to find 
ways of loosening Moscow's rigidity and 
thus partly free Rumania from Moscow's 
close supervision. This response to pres
sure from the people of Rumania has suc
ceeded in introducing some freedom in 
many spheres, including foreign trade 
and intemal a.1fairs. Fortunately, an 
open clash with the Soviet Union has 
been avoidecl.. In its moves, Rumania has 
been remarkably successful and has not 
roused the wrath of the Soviet govern
ment. However, the Rumanian people 
want full freedom, and let us hope that 
they will attain their goal without involv
ing the countrir in a war. That is our wish 
for the Rumanian people on their Inde
pendence Day, and I am indeed pleased to 
join them in the observance of the anni
versary of that memorable day. 

NEED TO REVISE SELECTIVE 
SERVICE LAW-LXI 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that the gen
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. KASTEN
MEIER] may extend his remarks at this 
point in the RECORD and include extra
neous matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KASTENMEIER. Mr. Speaker, 

compulsory military service not only re
sults in a severe deprivation of civil 
liberties, but it is also a grievous depar
ture from this Nation's most cherished 
heritage-that of personal freedom. 
Rising public anxiety about such viola
tions, as well as the obvious inequities 
in the present Selective Service System, 
has led many private citizens to speak 
out against the draft and demand its 
abolition. One such individual is Dr. 
Joseph McMurray, president of Queens 
College. In a speech delivered to a con
ference on the draft sponsored by the 
American Veterans Committee, Presi
dent McMurray spoke of conscription 
being undemocratic in any form and 
urged the adoption of a voluntary army. 
Furthermore, he . called for the limita
tion of unneeded military occupations 
and the making of military service more 
attractive through increased remunera
tion and educational benefits. Because of 
the significance of Dr. McMurray's re
marks, I am calling to the attention of 
my colleagues the full text of his state
ment, as follows: 

THE DRAFT AND FREEDOM 

(By Joseph McMurray) 
I have, as you know, proposed a volunteer 

army as a means of ending the draft in the 
United States. I am glad to be here today at 
the invitation of Gus Tyler to put that sug
gestion before you. I am here on my day o1f
the College offices are closed in observance of 
Veterans Day. What I have to say ls not the 
official opinion at Queens College, nor is there 
such an opinion. I speak as an individual but 
I know that my concern reflects the wide
spread interest among college and university 
people in the draft. 

My suggestion should not convey with it 
any sense of opposition to the ~licies of 
President Johnson and our government in 
their conduct of the war in Vietnam. I have 
known President Johnson for many years. I 
know his desire to do his best. I know his 
patriotism. I think that if I had all the facts 
that are available to him that I might well 
make exactly the same decisions he has made. 
I support President Johnson and I want to 
make this clear to you first of all. This ls not 
meant on my part to be a discussion of Viet
nam, and in the event that my speech ls re
ported in the press, I hope this wm be made 
clear. 

Like you, like President Johnson, I have 
been disturbed by the draft. An entire gen
eration of Americans has grown up under 
a system of military conscription. I am dis
turbed, deeply disturbed, when our young 
men and women make heroes out of those 
who evade . service to their country. This is 
the state of patriotism we :find ourselves in 
today. 

It is said that the issue of enforced mili
tary conscription has nothing to do anymore 
with freedom. As distinguished a writer as 
Hanson Baldwin wrote that the draft's un
American aspects do not "play a major role 
in suggestions for reform." Chairman Rivers, 
in his opening remarks to the House Com
mittee on Armed Services said, "The facts ap
pear abundantly clear-we do need a draft 
law for now and the foreseeable future." 

Psychologically, slowly, inexorably we are 
being told that there is no turning back. 

Even many of the most. sincere and out
spoken opponents to the draft only advocate 
alternatives that are just as involuntary. 
Some propose lotteries, as if a machine could 
better dispense justice. Others propose vart-
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OWi :torm.s. o!. universal s.erv.tc.e te the govern
ment. stm others- confuse the. dta!t issue 
with civil rights. One of the most emotfon
a.lly-charged a.riume-nts against the- present 
system· of Selective Sel''\ltee- today- ls that. it 
discriminates. agarnst the poE>r who_ etten 
u.e Negroes.. No facts' that l ha-ve 11een. beu 
this ou_t~ 

Many :else. up against. the. present. system 
because. they say, students go scot free-~ A.a 
a matter of tact,, 573 o! men. def.erred for 
college eventually serve. 

The &Id saw about <+ei1!l2!en sold'fers"" getB 
resurrected every week or so ro 'Suppart the 
'"c.oznmon defense."' rationale o1 en:!~rced serr
ice. This ~es us backtcr-t¥tron1:.ter .. But;we 
ue not talking about a citizens- army byr any 
stretcb &f lhe ima.g.ina.tion. Look at the 
figures. The. axmed forces. numbe,r about 3 
million. Of that number.. oncy- some '300,000 
are draftees·. Pew men In today~- army, ae
tually about one-fifth ar· them, are engaged' in 
combat.. Wlhtle. some dZaw dangerous mis.
sions, otherS' are elerks truck drtv,erS". IBM 
keypunehen., photographers, ty;plats.. ac
c.ountanta,. engineers, a.nd the. like.. We ue 
told th.a.t In. the al!my every man. rs a soldier. 
r would 11Jt:e· to- see the arm~ that could put 
its- orderlies into combat. 

Men do not serve- equ:alTy, It fg obvious:. 
Nor are. they. chosen equally, fbr the selecti:v:e 
servic&system allows fo:r deferments· on vari
ou& groundS', as indeed'. it must. General 
Hershey's.facetious-remark in a.hearing about 
the lottery calling up a man wlth no legs 
quickly establishes that-for one reason or 
another--some' are going t& be more equal 
than others .. 

My suggestion. fo,r ridding, us. o:f. the draft 
came about, in.pa.rt, because.I.d<inot believe 
in a world without alternatives... Nn plan. is 
per!eet and. time. makes. us judge, our plans 
against new b.a.ckd:cop.s. You cannot put your 
foot. into the same. s.trea.In twic.e. Hera.elitus 
told ua. So I. believe. we. are VlJOng,. Ia.dies and 
gentlemen.- to aecept al.tei:.nati~es to the draft 
or the. dllaft.1tself wt tbAut. first, examining the 
basic. 62'.gument.. D~ we.. In. the United States 
today. :need to put. our y.a.ung men. Int<> what. 
fn strong and plain language,. must be seen as. 
involuntary serv.ituda? 

I thin.Jt the basic tssues of' the dm:rt can be 
d1scussed on two grounds. The :ffrst hr on the 
ground of freedom. whteh. fir most- important; 
and the second is: on the gi:ounct of the draf~s 
economic meanings-. 

Men shauf.cf nat be coerced' mto servfce to 
their country, barring the mast calamitous 
circumstances .. We are not- In those circunr
stances. as Secretary McNamara' made quite 
clear n :om his statement about· lowering the 
d'ra.!t can tl'le other day. I: just read 1n thts 
morning's Post that Mr. MCNamara. wants 
civil1ans to be; drafted even tf there are 
en9ugh volunteers to meet manpower re
quirements in the Arme.d Forces. Thia is 
healthier for us. he. argues because lt cfvil,. 
ianfzes the- army and keeps• the· millta:ry from 
being separate. 

One might as well propose- that we sen,. 
tenc& everyone to terms of hard labor in 
schoolrooms .. police statton!J~ and city rooms 
because teachers, police., newsmen exer.crse a 
potent influence over American Ute that con
ceivably might be abused .. 

Well, I a.m far civilian review of the police 
ancr the mllitar"I and ram torpubllc account
al>iiity tram the press and !ram ed..ucators. 
· But it is simply sil1y to think that a few 
hapless 19 :year olds can mol'd the military 
establtshment. · · 

Mr. McNamara"s argument for the con
tinuation of the draft Is another example of 
the bllnders that constrict our view of the 
Selectrve S'ervfce Act~ . 
· Men shcmld. not lie. deprived ar their lib

erties,, their choices of careers. or thefr 
choices of. a.ctron lb. order to satisfy the Joint 
Chfef.S. of Stair, tl'le admiralS~ tl'ie· Con~ess, 
or even the President of the Unit.e.d States, 
unless clearIY there is no otner way-and I 
stress that ·phrase-no other way to insure 
the security of the nation. 

The Selective Bel:vlce. S¥stem has. been.ad.
mired' by Its head as . a ''channerer"' ot' men. 
Generar Hershey- said betore- a. Congre6Sional: 
CC?mmittee " ..•• we have channeled peopfe' 
lnta tra.inIJlg for occupatlona and pro:reuions 
that were s.alct to be; very nec:essarr :tn na
tional life .... I have no idea how: manr 
people we are deferring that may w:e.ll be as 
immediately involved fn sur'liva.I as. the peo
ple- who al'e in uniform ..• in fact, it takes 
803! e>f our time' ... fh& Genettal. continued, 
"'With the> peopie w:e are: ti-ying to encourage 
t&i g,a tnto. profession& and. occupa.tions; and 
'll'aiining :for th~ b:f deferl"ing them • • ." 

Any system that. take&- people into, in.volun
tary, s.ervit.ude either. by putting, them into 
unf!orms 0r by :rorcfng, them. 1nto occupa.
tfons ts unjUst. 

Such a system, defended' on the grounds of 
Justice and fa:.1mess, fn the wonls of' Presi
den:l Btewsteit of Yale,. •"Carnf.shes. om na.
ttona.1 spiritli'" .and suggmw that the> only way 
to sen:e. humanity· i. "'t<l repudiate. your 
CQllllUi ,:• 

The. e.anscription a!. men in an.y 1orm. 
under any system,_ rarses a. question of' ftee
d'om fn the United' St.ates and r shall not be 
brainwashed to thlnlt etherwise-. 

The draft: ls economt.ca,lly wast~ful and 
economica.IIy unfa.fr.-

To draft about 300,000 men a. year prt
mai:ilI into. the- .A:rmy, has· required.: an enor
mO\ls: hurea. uc:uacy. I quote..from the, Selective 
Service. Act some of the jpbs thart ha...ve sprung 
into being to feed tne111e men into the Army~ 
registrars, local boards, appear boards, med.
teal: adv~ ro local boards, medfcal' ad• 
iit:sors t<> State Dtrectol'S', &€1\tisars to regis
tmnts. interpreter~ All oC these people,, and 
some are volWl.teer:s, make telephODe: calls, 
ba.ve om.c:e er meeting quarters, print ma.te
l'ia.ls,, tra:vely arui eat... The. 1964 east. E>f this 
great. ••channeling" machine wa.a 1n excess of 
$40 million. 

One interesting expenditure a!' time is thls. 
The: Director of Se-leetive> Service in each 
state, in. the words of General Het"Shey, Ml 
•almost: constantly ca.ncel!llng inductions. so 
tha.t: people- ean enlist.:" Yo.l:l. know,. ot camse; 
U>.at the· law does nat ·:pe:rmit. a. man. tp enllat 
tot thie.e :y~s, when he. ha.a been, ea.lled\ fw: 
twa. · 

Derays in such. a. system are bound to. be 
costly and common. Out of a pool of 99.0,000 
m.en av&ila:ble as' of May 1, only •n,ooe· had 
been examined and certified flt. ;J'he- draft 
took rr.aoa me.n. from. Mtehlgan and only 
li",000 fi'om Texa.&-a state with 2.55- mtllion 
mer& people-in. the aame p.erk>d a:I ~&,. 
Turna_ver must. be very coa;;tt¥. Each ye~. 
400,000. me.n. re.tire, mos.t. o.f whom are 
draftees whose reenlistment rate ls onl'y 8. % • 

The process of .the draft is mostly .one· of 
eifmin&tio~ and rejection rather than re
cruitment. Out ot· every. ten men wha reach 
the age. o! 2.6, 3 are. drafted:, . s e~ a are 
rejected, itnd one is deferred:. aa a student; Ell 
!or som~ other reason A& I. said before, most 
atudents. event_uailx s.erve. On the illitial ex
amination. at. 18 y,ears af age,,, 58 % a:ne. re..:. 
jected. With so many' m .en, some figures 
esti'm11:te as many as 45% of' the 18 year old 
population who- never serv:e, the SIStem be
eomes honeycombed with exemptions and 
exceptions. The. situa.if«>lll. ts not; helped: m. tta 
.eiliciency by 4,QQQ local boards, ea.cb. witli 
considerable. autonomy, administ.er.ing the 
law. 

There is a lot ot econODli.e-\lnfairness about 
the, draft. john Galbraith said that the 
draft is a .. de-vice" b1 whreh W& use- compul
sion to get young men to_ serii:e a..t less than 
the market rate of pa.y. We. shif.t the c.ost 
o:r military sel'.vice from the- w~ll-to-do- tax;
payer, who benefltS' b-y lower- taxes, w. the 
impecunious youm:g clra.1tee. ""Pr.esumabiy ~~ 
het concludeS'r "'fre:edom ot. cho.tc:e; ~ere as 
elsewhere- would. be- W<E>l'tb paying fer ,, ~ .'' 

The men ·Who are presenti.1 dlta!teQ are 
!arced to. s-ubsidize b.y their lo&'t, time.- and 
their lost wages the costs or d'ef'endfng their 
country. Why .should we expect men in the 

armed.. !o.1e.es to bear the. greatest expellse 
at, the sama- time we expeQt them to. bear the 
greatest dangei:-'a Freedom mus-t ha.ve its. Ci>Wn 
moti.ves. Freedom must supply men with in
c.entfves and rewards for behavior or govern
m.ent becomes a puntslifng and coercive force. 
· I believe that rewards and pride are better 
than bondage-. I pl'o.pose tha.t: men be re
cruited illt.o .the armed !orees' bJ" means of 
attmcti<ve benefits:. Some €>! these benefits 
might be in the form Of salary. One eould 
~x.pect: a soldier to earn at least as much as 
a;. ne.w polic.e. omcer ~ yet he d<;>es. not even ait.er 
?ongsears. of service. 

Bene.ft ts. might. take the 1o:cm. ot bonds Qr 
other savings, put away during . the man's 
service anct payable to him Iater in M!e. Edu
cati9nal benefit's' were cited In & recent De
fense D'epartment study 8S' one or the· key 
reasons for enlistment. A guarantee of 
:future educational opportunity in a college. 
or vocational' school wotrld be a; cogent argu
ment forenl'tstment. 

I have no croubt t:mt that tll.e $40- mmron 
budget ot tm Selective Sena ape:ca:tfon 
eoulct !un.d a. aucnesl!lf.u:l rec~ eam
paign forthe armed.service&. 

When I first mentioned this idea of a 
volunteer army in. a Oommenc~nt Mdress 
last ..June-., I supposed. it not ~ be orig_inal
whiqh it is not,-but. an opini&n that. was in 
circulation and that wa8' receiv·ing or would 
receive- oonaideratiou. I offaed the" idea as a 
citizen, not as ain expert. and I. expecteci per
haps naively that any alternative in favor of 
freedom would l!ecei.ve- priont};- o! eonaidera
tion_ I re~et. t<> say that. 1ihls. floes not seem 
to be the eaae: .. 

· Gene:ral. Henhey said quite. bluntly .. "Any 
person. L .can. get.. in. the. Armed F~es . th&t 
com.es for pay .alone, I. don't. want." I have 
reported to you the eroding pressure put 
upon us to think only tn terms or other 
methods o:r conscription. In press reports 
about the Pentagon study of the draft, .Assist
ant Secretary of Defense Thomas Morris ·ts 
said to have testified, and' I quote, "Neith.er 
improved pay nor :fiinge l:>ene:!tts would help 
enough to -cro a.way with the dra!t.w Another 
account. reported Mr. Mon:ts- as follows:. "'In 

. diseo.11.ntin.g:the prospect& of endihg the matt, 
Morna noted. that even by· raising payr an4 
other benefits to the iune. ot •t7 biJ.1.tOD a 
yeal". the Pentagon would be 'theoretically' 
unable. to.maintain .a. force. af. 2..7 m1ll1.an. men, 
the pre ... Viet l.e.vel." 

I next. read, on July 3,. ot the PJ:esident:s' 
appointment af a 20 membei: pane! headed by 
mM General Couns.el. Bulle Mar:shall With. a 
"broad manda.t&'r to. study the. Selec.tl'le Sen
ic:e a~&tem · and make a recommendation by 
January 1. In The New York Times accou.n.t 
el that appointment, r was surprised by the 
fact that not once was the prospect.~ end!ng 
the draft so much as mentioned. 

I draw to y-0u!' attention rfgh>t lWV that 
this panel ma1r :never even .oonsidel!' the 
·elimination of the draft. 

Ml'. McNamara.,. a.c.c.ord.ing. to a. Beporter 
magazine. piece. b.y. Bruce. Chapman. gave two 
estimates o.f the. additiona!l cost, of an all
irolunteex army~ One estimate was. $.4 bllllon; 
it. waamade. in February. The second was $2.0 
billfon, made in December. You have heard 
Mr. Morris' estimate of .$17 billion. 

The ease 1ld.th whl.ch these lilllion& slip 
thro.ugh the. :roams o1 the. Pentagon inclines 
me to agree · wlth. Mi:, Chapman 'IJlhen he 
writes.." ••. ~ the. Department. o! Defense. ha.s 
either found the computatlon. of. coat o! this 
altenia.tivei ~ the. dra.t'.t lnoi:dina.tely com
plicated or has not. gi'Ven. it ser.k>us. cansid
esation." 

I should like the idea. of a .volunteer army 
to have the sertous attentton and considera
tion Lt.. deser.tea.. Will it. coa.t bllllons? Yes, 
freedom is expensive and our own !reooom 
is: &a opensi>Te and as; prec!mtl!lf anc1. as worth 
in'tiest.b.18 m u any fl:eed.oin we h&.ve. paid 
for In. the pa&~ I.t mig)J.~ coat. as. m.uch as 
tSOO miIIion per State, a. smalr percentage 
of our gross national product, to keep men 
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out of a state of involuntary servitude. What 
is our money ·for if it cannot keep us free? 

But let us begin to at least plan for an end 
to the draft. Let us stop deluding ourselves 
that more conscription will solve the prob
lems of unfair conscription or that teaching 
in Brooklyn or in Mississippi are viable al
ternatives to service in a combat area. 

Let us stop teaching our young men how 
to "cop out" in cynical avoidance of military 
service. In some situations, every man may 
be called to patriotic service. But until those 
situations are clearly before us, let us not 
confuse patriotism with adherence to an 
outmoded bureaucracy. 

Our young men and women love their 
country. They have shown us that in their 
acts of conslcence, in their urban corps, in 
their teacher corps, in their tutoring of the 
young, in their fight for minority rights and 
in their willingness to sometimes die in that 
fight. 

I propose an alternative to a system that 
has made mmtary service a shameful act 
and a place for the unlucky or the unwanted. 
I propose that we honor the men who serve 
their society by protecting it by treating 
them with the compassion of an abundant 
and a grateful society. Men wm risk death 
for us and they wm risk it voluntarily as the 
long histories of the armed forces, the· police, 
and the· fire departments of this country 
have proven. We must provide all of these 
men with the benefits due their hard and 
difficult work. 

I ask you and I ask those in our govern
ment .responsible for these matters to turn 
away from coercion and force. I ask that 
every effort be made immediately to study 
ways of reducing and eventually eliminating 
the numbers of men taken into service 
against their wills. 

I ask t:Qat every man and woman serve 
. our nation. with the right to choose the form 
.of service he or she shall give, as fits a nation 
of free men and women. 

GORDON McLENDON 
Mr: MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that the geri-. 
tleman from Texas [Mr. PooL] may ex
tend his remarks at this point in the 
RECORD and include extraneous matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there · objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. POOL. Mr. Speaker, Gordon Mc

Lendon, head of the· well-known broad
casting organization, recently challenged 
the music industry either to clean up 
some of their lyrics or desist sending to 
stations records that many listeners hold 
objectionable~ The national press, as well 
as broadcasters across the country, were 
quick to acknowledge this unprecedented 
move. It is the natural fear of most 
broadcasters that they must play what 
is selling, regardless of what is in good 
taste, for fear they will lose out to an 
unscrupulous competitor. 

All the more reason that Gordon Mc
Lendon and his staff should be com
mended. Their unprecedented courage 
in assuming such community responsi
bility should be an example for the.mu
sic industry to follow. 

I know the Members oi this body will 
share my interest in McLendon's open 
letter to the music industry, as it ap
peared in Broadcasting on April 10, 1967, 
and a number of articles and letters in 
response: 
AN OPEN LETrER TO: THE MUSIC INDUSTRY 

Frankly, we're tired . . . 
Tired of today's new releases coming 

through rife with "raUiichy" lyrics, et cetera. 
In the past month, six records which were 
on the national charts far overstepped the 
boundaries of good taste, and we were forced 
to ban them. 

Tired of "policing" your industry. It is time 
consuming, not our responslb111ty, and an 
outright impoiition-on all broadcasters. 

Tired of answering complaints from our 
listeners, civic groups, and civic leaders who 
blame us for your poor judgment on what is, 
and what is not, in good taste. 

Tired of sincerely promising the FCC that 
we will do everything to elevate the needs, 
tastes and desires of the community-only 
to ·have one or two records threaten to tear 
it all down. 

Therefore, we intend to--
1. Refuse to review effective May 15, 1967 

any record submitted to us for air play un
less it ls accompanied by a valid and actual 
lyric sheet for both sides. 

2. Refuse to play record releases which con
tinue, through "gimmicks," intonations, and 
nuances to either innocently or intentionally 
offend public morals, dignity or taste. 

3. Refuse consideration of both sides of a 
record if one side is adjudged unfit for air
play. 

4. Urge all responsible broadcasters to fol
low this "code of record standards" in review
ing records in the future. 

Frankly, we are tired. We want to be fair. 
But our success; after all, is often dependent 
on your success as record producers; but con
versely, your success is predicated on radio 
airplay of your product. Please, let's work to
gether. Olean things up be/ore some unnec
essary regulatory action is taken or before 
the broadcaster's listening audience indig
nantly tunes out. 

THE :MCLENDON STATIONS, . 

sense even to the most faithful devotee. Still 
other lyrics are downright objectionable and 
have no place on the broadest airwaves or 
on the home record player. There are prob
ably several m111ion American homes today 
with youngsters having in their record col
lection vocalists singing lyrics parents would 
not permit if they knew some of the words 
the singer was using. 

I have been in and around the record, 
radio, and television industries for a lot 
of years. With very few exceptions these 
powerful elements in our American life are 
managed by responsible and honorable peo
ple. For many years the broadcasting indus
try has policed itself with a broadcasting 
code that has protected the listening public 
from much of the cheap and the vulgar. 
That is also true of the record industry. 
However, zeal, enthusiasm, and the pres
sure of daily work sometimes results in tem
porary lapses of responsib111ty and judgment 
essential to the preservation of good taste. 

Perhaps that has happened in the record 
business. In any case, the recording industry 
does need to take a second and third look 
at some of the cheap and vulgar material 
occasionally released on record. 

In that direction comes now a broadcast
ing pioneer, both a firm and its founder 
widely known for courage and imagination. 
The McLendon Stations is a corporate name 
fol' the firm that owns a number of radio 
stations throughout the TTnlted States. On 
page 39 of Broadcasting Magazine for April 
1::, 1967, there appeared a full page ad. The 
ad speaks for itself and it speaks for the 
McLendon Stations. It is an open letter 
to the music industry and reads as follows: 

"Frankly, we're tired . . . . . 
"Tired of today's new releases coming 

through rife with 'raunchy' lyrics, et cetra. 
In the past month, six records which were 

LU'E LINE on the national charts far overstepped the 
This is "Life Line," Melvin Munn from boundaries of good taste, and we were forced 

Dallas. to ban them. 
There is nothing basically wrong with "Tired of 'policing' your industry. It is 

sophistication, modern viewpoints, an~ time consuming, not our responslb1lity, and 
changes in our culture so long a.s our open an outright imposition--on all broadcasters. 
society is allowed to retain its affection for "Tired of answering complaints from our 
good taste. There is no reason why art, films, listeners, civic groups, and civic leaders who 
books, and music must dredge in stagnate . bl,~me '98 for your poor jud~ent on wh~t 

. waters of our English language in order to is, an~ whp;t;; is not, 1~ good taste. . 
turn up words and phrases th~t shock and: '.'Tired of sincerely promising the FCC 
startle the listener. Alm<?S~ eyecy_ l.a~guage that we WHl do _eyerytbing to elevate the 
on earth has its colorful a:nd ~wdry expres- rieecis, tastes· and desires of the communitr- ' 
slons to be used in verbal ~aults upon only to have one or two records threaten to 
everything from the Andean Llama of South tear it all down. 
America, to the Missouri mule, to the balky "Therefore, we intend to 
space rocket, and to the man next door who "l. Refuse to review effective May 15, 1967 
lets his sprinkler block your driveway! There any record submitted to us for air play 
are words that ought to be left scrawled unless it is accompanied by a valid and actual 
on the alley .fence or allowed to drop on the lyric sheet for both sides. 
floor during live conversation. There are also "2. Re/use to play record releases which 
words that have no place in books, maga- continue, through 'gimmicks.'. intonations, 
zlnes and papers which are intended for and nuances to either innocently or ihten
famlly reading. · tionally offend p.iblic morals, dignity or 

I am told that my hearing is excellent and taste. 
I find no difficulty in being able to hear "3. Refuse consideration of both sides of 
clearly most things that occur in sound of a record if one side is adjudged unfit for 
me. I do, however, have one problem. I find airplay. 
it extremely difficult to translate some of .. 4. Urge all responsible broadcasters io 
the vocal soun<ls made by singers who are follow this 'code of record standards' in 
competing with rock 'n roll bands on the 
stage and recordings. It may well be because reviewing records in the future. 
I do not hear enough of this type of music "Frankly, we are tireg.. We want to be fair. 
to be able to interpret the words, but I'm But our success, after au, is often dependent 
fl,lso convinced tliat I don't understand many on your succeos as record producers; but 
of ·the lyrics simply because the music is conversely, your success ls predicated on 
over-shadowing the singer. Still, I find that · radio airplay of your product. Please, let's 
young people have a keen ear since this is work together. Clean things up before some 
their favorite kind of popular tune. As a unnecessary regulatory action is taken or 
result, the youth often understands lyrics to before the broadcasters' listening audience 
a new song much . better than does the indignantly tunes out." 
adult. Thus, if there ls an obscene, indecent, And that ad is signed the McLendon 
or off-color word or phrase in the lyrics the Stations. 
youngster generally recognizes it at once. The McLendon organization opera,tes ra-

There are many rock 'n roll tunes that dio stations in Dallas, Buffalo, Los Angeles, 
have quality, depth, · and appeal. The lyrics Chicago, Houston, San Francisco. 
of many such tunes express a reasonable I want to salute Mr. Gordon McLendoJl, 
thought with some clarity. On the other his staff, and his station personnel for the 
hand, a great many lyrics make little or no - dignity, clarity, and professional responsi-
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bm ty mherent. t:n tb..is new erode. a! recmd 
standlu::d'L The :celattonelMps. between. tlile 
bmadcas.ting sta:ti-mn and. the geueml: public 
wtU continue ta 'be: pleasaint. llilld. beneficial 
if' radDiJ: am tele:visf'1n. broadcasters wUl ill
s.1st \lpCJn a fair level af dec.em:.y· m e.very 
song the.y! broadcast. It: vrottld. be; moe.t; un
fortunate. if objectimmble. song: l)'l:ics &allk 
so low as to force the pnbltc tOl demand 
:rederal, government lntenenttan. 

. t:i::y fs mueh toa la:lfe'. lu taliding a ~ on 

Mos:r· LABmi.s: !>E:NOtrNCE Mc:LENDOR Q:a:Alllll 
EDICT· 

(By· De.ve- Fi'nkle>) 

thfs issue · 
Rom:a. .CLARK",. 

WGH Yragr.am Dinc'bw. 
NEWPORT NEWS, VA. 

fFtom. Newsweelt', May 8, 196'71 
PtraGE 

When. an exec,u.ti v.e. !oi: the. McLencwn 
Co:cp's. radi-o,..s.tation. chain. round his R-yea.r
old daughte:c rasti mont.h with a . Rolling 
Stones record ca1le.d "Le.t's Spend the Night 
Tog.ether," he. fallowed ll1s iinP.ul:se and 
slashe.d. its. g,r._QQVes. wit.h. a, '1aD. °'pene.r. His 

The· McLendan. Statfons announced last 
week that. after May 15 all singles· submitted 
fo:c airplay must be accompanied' by copies 
of '*valtd'" and "actual" lyrics for bath sides 
of the single. 

. second thought. was. to cQnvince his bQSs, 
Dallas-based Gordon B. McLendon, ta launch 
a morality campaig;n ag_ainst "dirty lyrics" in 
po.pmusic. 

{They a!so anno:anced' that- theh."' eight· at
mtated AM and'. F'M stations would' not' play 
records which .. either· innocently. or· inteE.
tionally o:fiend prrbllc mora:rs, dfgn-Ity or 
taste"' and they would not consfd'er efther 
side of a single for pray- "'If arrEr sfcfe' i1t ad-
1udged untlt for airplay-.'"J 

The record company reaction, polled by 
Record, World, to' the demand ftir' lyrics was 
varied, with oniy one eompany-United Art
ists-deciding tO' send the l~icS' f.rom the 
home offiee. 

The' WA :feeling was· that thefr p:romotien 
department exists in pa:rt· to service disk 
jockeys-, and' ff' ceriatin disk. joekeys· require 
lyrics:, they wnu!d :receive- them. 

MGM' alsn seemed 1k> be. of' a mind to give 
tne McLendon stations, wh®t they: want. Dfs
trtbs :roe-any who. haind out the deeJaT- singles, 
ft was explalneti, would be fuffllU:n:g the 
request. 

~NJ:RALlrT VNUCEPTJ.VE 

Most of' the other companies queried' were 
unreceptive to- the fde~ far a varle.ty of :rea
sons, which ranged from: the expense of 0 go-
1-ng J:nto the· printing- business',, 'llo'· sentimel'lt 
that stations are lucky to get 80' much free 
product without makmg further demands. 

M<>et company spokesmen stated that sta- . 
tions l!llWuld deefde whether or n&t' to play 
a record by Ifste-nmg to it rend f:f tfle.y don't 
like what they :hea:r er suspee1r that what they 
hear 1'8 obfee-tionabie; they l'thorud veto it. 

A pr~arent quote (paraphrasedY was: We 
censo:r our own records; so. we don"'t need to 
senc:t O'.l:lt. accompanying proof. 

One. label e-xecurtive. felt that. stations 
should' :not; oonsfder themselves· censors at 
all, that if they profess to be pla.ying best
selling records, they should plan thew play-
11.sts hy sales. :1teport.&~lely. 

The play 11&~ of reeoi!diJ 1& being 
ca:refully pei:u~d v:is:ual1y, and aura.lly- tor 
overt and covert. mer.et.1.'.ieious upres.sion. 
And.,.. of. course" the problem. · of alascenity or 
ques.tionable taste is. an extremely- moot. one 

_ in these days o:r :r.sn obsession,, w~en just 
·about. every obtruse word. or phrase is- imme
diately assumed to be hoodwinking argot. 

The McLendon stations include KLIF .and 
KNUS-FM-Da;Uas; KILT' and' KOST"-FM
Houston; KTS'A-San Antonfo; KABL-AM
FM-Oakland-San Francisoo; WYSL-AM-FM
Buffalo;. and WNUS-AF'M-FM-Chicago. 

Ba:rton R. MeLendon is Chairman and Gor
don B. McLendon is President. 

LFrom Billboard .. Apr~ zz. 1967]; 
HAn. ME:Li:NllON: 

ED1Toa. To the. litcLe:ndon radio. statrons: 
Your statement. o1 policy.ID the. Apml -8 15sue 
is both caurag.eoua amt ~ecessaIT. l only. wish 
that ci:opies: ol you~ statement; could be na
tionally publicized on a. va&t. en0ugh seal'e to 
encourage those: who have. felt that they 
alone were disturbed by current trends,_ both 
bl. a.nd out <i>f the music field. ':thank you. 

MPS'. JE>:AN, R. ERNS~ 
PALM BEACH,. i'LL. 
EDI'l!oa.:- Regards MicLendon's. open letter. 

'WGll. radio. conc.w:a.. The. b:noadcasting, 1ndll6-

McLendon E>bllged. In. full-paig~ ads. ap
pearing in broa.dc.ast. trade mag_azine.s, the 
chain owner POEPOO ofl. loud an.cl clear: 
"We're: tire.d o.f toda.y;'s. new release& eomfng 
thro.ug.h rife wiith i:a.unc-h~ l~r.ic& .. '" He also 
stlidently urged o.tbe:r. b:ro.ad:caste.r.s ta: go 
along with him in a. purge- o-! reeorEls which 
through "intonatl.£ms: and nuanc.es eithe:n in
nocently- or intentionally- offend public 
morals, dignity or taste." 

SUiting action to words,. the Mcl.endon 
. Corp.'& sir stations. bavei already p:tuged 

themselves of the Beatles' "Penny l.ane" for 
its e.ackl!l.ey earthiness.~ .. Candy Ma:n" by. the 
Nilit.¥ GnttY, Dir:t-.. Ba.ndf.or a casual refe:nence 
t& God, Mld a funkyi llt.tle number by Miteh 
B:y,de11 and the: Detnoit, Wheel& called:. "Sock 
It tnMeBaby..u-

Afthoug)l M~Le-ndli)ll'; was. soon. joJned by 
the. six .. ou.trets Of the Susqueh.anna Broad
easting StatiollS' m Pennsy,lv.ania, the imme
diate reaction from the reeol!dmg, industry 
w,as: a. loud g:Wntw;. "Ridiculous," said a 
spokesman for Capitol Records which had 
orders for more than a million "Penny 
Lanes" even before it was released. "When 
th& Beatles maike' a Fecord, the :kids know 
about it and they buy it.'' "Rock and Roll 
has always been :raunchy;," adds· Richard 
Goldstein, a musfc el'iti'c fer Ne.w· York's 
World Journar Tril!nme. 0'l'h8Jt~s what, it'S all 
abE>Ut. !11'& get a S}!>ecfal eooe, and a lo.t. of 
kkIS understand it. :U!'s made- fol" that. pur-
pose.'" . 

.All stations, of course-, eoxercfse :record een
sorship when tlt-e- reerics· get- too lusty. :But 
few have exercised' so llEffiiVY a hand' as tile 
McLendon chain. '"'I'li:e hippie&' know what 
they're ' saying on t111esei recocds,'• s»oris' Bill 
Young, program diree-OOr ai: McLendon's 
KllT in Houston. ''But. &le:- Jblm Q. Public 
doesn't. We're· tired' 0f them. putting It aver 
on ole .John Q.", 

lMMlilML '.RECORJ>St BARNEJ> u.y· MCLENDOM' 
. RADW> GHQUP 

(By- Ben Gross) 

At last something is being crone. about 
it. ~ • •. and. lt.'s. about. time[ 'I'.h.e. McLendon 
g_raup. o:r radio stations, extending, all the way 
from Buffil.Io to San. FranciSco, is banning all 
recordings, (mos.tly rock ''nr ran} with. liffcs 
"''that: are immoral or In bad taste . ."' 

Tu.. full page adv~tisemen:ts appearing fn 
two. trade magazine~, this company an
nounced tnat, effective May I5,, it wilf not 
review any pla:tter s.utnnrtted. for air play 
"unless ft' rs. ac®mpanled. by . a vartd and 
actual lyric. sheet. fQl' both sfdes..'" 

Also, it wnr i:eius.e to pray tbe record· re
leases. whiCh continue- "''tllrough gimmicks, 
Intonations and. nuancea to offend pµt>nc 
morals,. dignity or taste~ either innocently or 
int:en tronaUy.,.. 

Toa, tbese stations. will not air either side 
o! a disk I! one sfde. is , .. adjudged unfit. for 
a.fr play.'" 

A WELCOME. MOVE 

Thi& action. on tp.e, part- of a. p:cogressi ve 
group o-! independent stations will be. wel
oomed by pai:ents, teachers and- all Ioversi of 
good popular music, Fo:c yea.rs, cei::tal:ra: manlol-

· !a.Cturera.. Gt :recmdings, es}!>edally; t~ Ayi-by
nl:g!l•ts,. hai~e. been. gettiililg away witb murder. 

· T:ha.t-ill', the, murder of all d~es a.nd sen
sfbiiftJ:es. 

In the 11.aime oil tl'te '"new:- music!" snd' the 
... ~ freedom. or youth,"' too, manyi Lynes 

· have- been not' <'lIIllY' ott-eolor 1n a. s.ubtle, sort 
of wary but.. openly dirt~ in a. eoarse: and 
leering manner. 

Those wlw ha:ve' -ventured to criticize: these 
e:x:erements. ot song- have often been attacked 
as:. 0ld !ogtesi,. f..ud<fy-duddielir and-horro:tt e>f 
mrrors--as sqn:ares. Wa have been told that 
the,yi; tar foom bei:n:g •<tn,."' are- hopelessly 
"out" ... social parta.lm w~:ce. simply ''not 
With tt."' 

Gar.don B. McLendon, presid'en.t. of the 
chain, and the father of !ou:ir- ctlitd:ren rang
ing_ frCJm).15 tE> 22',. gave a. cogent explanation 
o! hfs. action·. "".[. ruue. been disturbed'. at, the 
lyrtcs. aine:i SQ1ltll.ds, o:f manJ[ record's. papul'.ar 
with the youth of America. I think these 
are mo.ral~Y' damaging and L have. orcared 
all our stations to 'ban this: type of :record
ing_ But. it, fs" up. to the recCl>lTd. lnd'ustry to 
police. itsel:I:, not, uµ. to the broadcaster ..... 

MEMORANDUM" 

APRIL. lT,. 1.96.7. 
To· Tfie mus.re i:ndustr~ .. 
From~ The Susquehanna. stations. 

. Suojec:t :. Your poor taste~ 
We thought. we were alone with the prob

lem. So , .. our hats are off to The MC.
Lendon Stations for publicly, aitfug thefr con
cern fn Bill'board. 

We too, spend too much time with the 
evidence Of. ynur bad taste~ Lyric~~ song titles, 
of!.ensfve vocaI sounds. and even names. o! 
the performing groups hav.e moved !::com the 
clever and creative to the. crude. a.nd nut
rag,eous .. 

If you are trying to find out: if you can 
get away with it . .•• you can't. We... along 
with other responsibie. bi:oadcastei:s.. are 
blowing the whistre. 

We join with 'F.he- Mel.enden Stations in: 
1. Requil:ing:--a. _l:yric sheet With records 

submitted forair-play. 
2. Continuing-to refuse recor~ if other 

. side off.ends. public moral&. bft title, lyrics, 
or group name 

3. Urging-an responsilale b!"oadcasters to 
pubUcly set tb:e same· standards. 

Yours· is: a great· industry. SO fs &urs~ We 
plan to keep aurs that wa;y by respecting the 
dignity 8illd, taste of: the: peQpfe who have 
made us great ... our listeners~ 

How about you?' 
THE- SUSQUEHANNA 81-AT:ro.NS. 

· (From mn Gavin's record repert No-. M2, 
Wee-kl·Y Summ:ar.y, Saa Fi:aneiseQ,, Calif., 
Api'.il 'Z,. 1Q61Z]. 

ON THE RECORD 

The April & issue of'. BfllhE>e.rd otrers 
~deast.el'a more th&n the. nor.mal a.m:ou11.t 
of iia,teresting :r;eadl.ng. · 

We were. also,. struck. by 'fue. fUll page» in 
the same Billboard Issue, taken out by- the 
McLendon station& as an open- letter to the 
record companies. The- letter· abjects- te sug
gestive S0Ilg' lyrics. rt reflectlr the> opinions 
of· many broadcastear_ I.t is- hardly- neces
aar.y ta pemt out· that responsibility for. the 
influx. of questionable, records doe& not. lie 
with the :ce.cor.d. business as a. whol~ but_ only 
with. th.e comparatively few manufacturers 
who havEr sa.cri:flced good taste to goad 

· profit. Th-e venality of a small milwrity 
should not be used to reflect. dl$red1~ on 
the entire record mdus:try. 

Ill the final analysis,. eacll broadca&ter. is 
responsible,.. no.t fG>r the. r.eoo:rds: he receives, 
butr fer those that he. puts. on the; air. Radio 
consfstentiy- fej'ects a vast majority o:r the 
·records submitted each week for shortcom
ings of quality and/or content. Radio is 
never. demeaned by- the inf:erto::c" le:vel of· the 
records · that are auditioned;. each. radio, sta-
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tion tells it like it is by the -records played 
for its listeners. . · 
· The admonitions in the McLendon letter 

might, with somewhat greater relevance, be 
applied to those radio people-program di
rectors, music directors and DJ's-who inter
pret a station's ethical standards by what 
they put on the air. 

AMERICAN MOTHERS COMMITTEE, INC., 
New York, N.Y., April 21, 1967. 

Mr. WILLIAM STEWART, 
McLendon Stations, 
Dallas, Tex. . 

MY DEAR MR. STEWART: It w~s pleasant to 
talk with you today, and to know that you 
can participate in the Panel Discussion 
scheduled for May 10th at luncheon 12 :30 
noon in the Astor Gallery, Waldorf-Astoria. 
The subject is-"In our complex society 
what can inspired individual leadership 
achieve toward strengthening the home, the 
community and the nation?". 

Mrs. Harold V. Milligan will moderate the 
panel. This discussion follows the morning 
session devoted to the Young Mother Council 
Service. We hope that you will attend the 
luncheon as our guest. 

The response o.f thousands of mothers to 
our "Mothers Manifesto" indicates the con
cern felt by the public. Your leadership indi
cates clearly what individuals can do when 
sufficiently motivated. We hope that your 
contribution will not only reveal what you 
have accomplished but will be so directed 
as to stimulate our audience to greater dedi
cation. 

I enclose some background material for 
your information. The other panel members 
are distinguished leaders of accomplishment. 

Best wishes. 
Cordially, 

Mrs. DOROTHY LEWIS, 
President. 

POLK BROS., 
Joliet, Ill., April 5, 1967. 

GENTLEMEN: Just a little acknowledgement 
of your full-page announcement in Billboard 
concerning the vulgarity that has become 
rampant in today's song lyrics. I for one 
couldn't be more gratified that someone has 
finally taken an important step forward in 
the .morass we call modern-day music; a 
stand against the gradual degradation of our 
culture; a positive move toward restoring a 
sense of decency and morality to current 
popular music. 

Our young people in this day and age find 
it hard enough to distinguish between what 
is .good and what is bad, what with all the 
promiscuous movies, to shows, and magazines 
that prevail everywhere. The music business 
should take it upon itself to at least provide 
one haven from the barrage of "Sex at any 
Price" purveyors seeking to warp the minds 
of our youth and the whole basis of our social 
and moral structure. 

As Record Dept. manager, I have long been 
appalled at the lack of discretion shown by 
the promoters of off-color lyrics and dirty 
meanings in today's pop songs, and I sincerely 
hope your courageous action will encourage 
a more :active participation by everyone con
cerned in promoting a greater sense of 
decency and responsibility in the music 
business. 

Yours sincerely, 
MICHAEL LAPIKAS. 

T_HE MCLENDON STATIONS MEMORANDUM, 
APRIL 11, 1967 -

To: Bill Stewart. 
From: Bill Young. 
Subject: Billboard ad. 

More reaction to the Billboard ad! 
Chuck just talked to Juggy Gayle- (Promo 

man for .Atlantic) .and he said .that Atlantic 
is making arrangements now to comply with 
the lyric sheet requirement. 

He also said that ·the line "sock it to me, 

Baby" has been edited out of the new Aretha 
Franklin single "Respect". This cut has been 
pulled from her LP, but because of the ad, 
will be edited for release! 

Apparently, we are making our point. 

DICK DALE ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Hollywood, Calif., _April 7, 1967. 

Mr. GORDON MCLENDON, 
Dallas, Tex. 

DEAR MR. MCLENDON: Read your open letter 
to the Music Industry in the Aj>ril issue of 
the Billboard and I agree with you 100%. 

I knew sooner or later some one of im
portance would have the guts to tell the 
music producers to clean house. I have been 
in the music business for many years and 
have noticed the downward trend of music 
in the past several years, especially the titles 
which have double meaning It was bad 
enough we had to put up with the long 
hairs and the uncouth scene. I can see in 
the near future a change for the best if 
many music producers follow your example. 
I, for one, will do my part to produce the 
better type of music as I have been doing in 
the past on our Del-Tone Record label and 
also our Cougar Record label. 

Please feel free to call me at any time, if 
I can help in any way to help the drive you 
have started. If every producer in every area 
takes notice, the music industry can thank 
you for spear-heading this drive for better 
music. 

Soon to follow this letter will be our new 
release on Cougar Records which we believe is 
the better type of music. This. record was 
turned down by the major stations in Los 
Angeles. My guess is because it is too clean 
~nd is good music. I am led to believe if we 
want to get a hit record we must make it 
dirty. I say, hell will freeze over before we go 
that route. 

Please keep up the good work and I'm sure 
the major stations will soon wake up to the 
fact there is good music to be heard. 

Warmest Regards, 
JIM MONSOUR, 

President. 

ADAMS-ETHRIDGE PUBLISHING Co., BMI, 
Galveston, Tex., April 3, 1967. 

Mr. GORDON MCLENDON, 
The McLendon Stations, 
Dallas, Tex. 

DEAR MR. MCLENDON: You are to be com
mended for your ad appearing in the April 8 
issue of Billboard. The situation in our busi
ness has been heartbreaking to the serious 
producer for the past few years. 

We have a release out now featuring Roy 
Montague on Columbia. Records. We realize 
his potential, and we went all out on the 
production, with the Anita Kerr Singers, 
strings, the best arranger, Bill Walker. Roy 
will be the next big recording star of the Jim 
Reeves, Eddy Arnold style. 

Yet we have been turned down for ·airtime 
on many stations including your KILT, even 
though I made a personal trip to the Pro
gram Director, Mr. Dunaway. Yet a great 
piece of trash, Sock It To Me, Baby, is getting 
fantastic air time on KILT. 

I hope to see national results on your 
stand. In the meantime, I am re-subinitting 
our release to your stations as outlined in 
your policy. 

Sincerely, 
LEON ETHRIDGE. 

AVCO BROADCASTING CORP., 
Washington, D.O., April 27, 1967. 

Mr. WILLIAM STEWART, 
National Program Director, 
The McLendon Stations, 
Dallas, Tex. 

DEAR BILL: I have your letter of April 20, 
and the attached repro of your April 10, 1967 
Broadcasting Ad. In direct answer to your 
question regarding my feelings, I concur 
completely. 

'rhe problem is not an especially serious 

one to WWDC which, for the lack .of a better 
description, is a swinging middle-of-the-road 
station. Since we regularly exercise subjec
tive dis~retion over the list of records we 
play, we can, and do, simply avoid records 
which fit the descriptions in your Ad. 

At my former association, WPTR, which 
was. for the lack of a better description, a 
top-40 station, the problem was far more 
acute. There, the dilemma of being required 
to play the top records of the day and yet 
recognizing the "put on" or worse, of some 
of the records we were playing was quite 
apparent to us. 

WPTR's Program Director, Dick Lawrence, 
and myself discussed this at considerable 
length just prior to my leaving. I am, there
fore, taking the liberty of sending a carbon 
copy of my letter to him and, in closing, 
your letter and repro for his consideration. 

Irv Lichtenstein, WWDC's Program Direc
tor, to whom you also sent this correspond
ence, asked me to tell you that he too is in 
agreement. Please let me know if there is any 
way further we can help. 

Kind regards, 
Sincerely yours, 

PERRY S. SAMUELS. 

[From Variety Apr. 26, 1967] 
MCLENDON STATION EXEC HITS BRITISH 

LACQUER LEERICS 
Two centuries ago a warning cry went out 

"The British are coming!" Today a cry in 
the broadcasting industry is "Stop the Brit
ish ... from influencing American music 
with their out-and-out 'single' · entendres," 
so declares McLendon Stations' national pro
gram director Bill Stewart. 

Radio chain, with headquarters in Dallas, 
is the first to go on .record anent the increas
ing "Gimmicks, intonations and nuances in
nocently or intentionally offending public 
morals, dignity and taste" through the new 
wave of lyrics in certain songs. 

BLASTS BEATLES 
"The English, spearheaded by The Beatles, 

are continuously injecting these suggestive 
lines that ultimately will bring strong cen
sorship by the U.S. government, not just the 
broadcast industry ale>ne," Stewart asserted 

Stewart reports within six months between 
25 and 30 top recordings have been banned 
by his stations because of the "tone of the 
words." 

Starting May 15, all diskeries must submit 
separate lyric sheets before wax will be aired. 

"If we keep getting titles like 'Fish And 
Finger Pie' and. 'Let's Spend The Night To
gether Baby' and such lines within the songs 
themselves like 'sock it to me, baby' and '40,-
000 purple holes· in my arm' the time to stop 
is now," Stewart warned. Another English 
group he charges is an offender is The Rolling 
Stones. 

Stewart went on to say that "they (pop
rock English groups) are just having too 
much influence, and are making an impact 
on the diskers and record manufacturers in 
this country." 

Stewart says "most other broadcasters con
cur with what we have to say and the stand 
we are taking." The Susquehanna Broad
casting Co., which controls six top-40 sta
tions, he asserts is lending "support" to the 
crusade started by McLendon. 

"Many of the major record. companies are 
behind us in our thoughts, but there are 
still some which are objectionable in mis
construing this as being censorship of free 
expression. We sincerely mean our 'code of 
record standards' as a better guideline for 
the companies and performers alike. 

"We've had all we can take of this glorify. 
Ing of LSD and hop." 

AMERICAN BROADCASTING Co., 
New York, N.Y. 

GENTLEMEN: We ask your cooperation in 
assisting us to handle a problem of concern 
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to both the record and broadcast industries: 
th~ screening, of records which contain lyrics 
in bad taste. 

Initially, we want to reaffirm our basic 
position: this station will not play records 
whose lyrics, in our sole opinion, violate the 
tenets of good taste. 

We try to screen all new record releases 
for possible inclusion on our weekly play list. 
Many records contain lyrics which are clearly 
and easily distinguishable by listening to 
them. Our problem does not involve these 
records, since if the lyrics are deemed to be 
in bad taste, the specific record will not be 
broadcast by our station. 

The problem area involves those records in 
which the lyrics are not clearly and easily 
understandable in the initial screening. Ef
fective immediately, in such instances we 
ask you to furnish us (at the same time you 
furnish the record) With a copy of the lyrics 
actually used on the particular record fur
nished. 

If there is the slightest doubt whatsoever 
that the lyrics on your record are not clearly 
distinguishable, we suggest that you attach 
a copy of the lyrics used, because if the sta
tion cannot understand the lyrics, and there 
is no transcript attached, that record will 
not be considered for broadcast by this 
station. 

Thus, in any situation in which there is 
the slightest doubt, you must include a 
transcript of the lyrics if you wish to pro
tect your record's opportunity for equal con
sideration With all other records for inclu
sion on our play list. 
' We believe the foregoing procedures will 
enable us to implement our obligation to 
broadcast in the public interest and Will be 
extremely helpful to both the record and 
broadcast industries in maintaining the high 
standards observed by the overwhelming ma
jority of those engaged in our business. 

We hope all responsible record companies 
will cooperate With us in this endeavor. 

Very truly yours, 
WALTER A. SCHWARTZ, 

Vice President and General Manager. 

WLCY RADIO, 
Tampa, Fla., April 25, 1967. 

Mr. BILL STEWART, 
National Program Director, 
The McLendon Stations, 
Dallas, Tex. 

DEAR BILL: Thanks for your note. It's been 
a lot of years since we've been in touch. 

Bill, I posted your ad when it appeared in 
the trades for staff and management opinion. 
'.J'he response was one of relief: "Thank God 
1;1omebody's taking a stand." 

We cio not air records with suggestive lyr
ics, naturally, and it would certainly ease our 
load (and ears) not to have to play and re
play a record while writing down the lyrics. 
, I thought I was the only blue nose in the 
world who wouldn't play the flip of a rec
ord like the Rolling Stones' last one-I'm 
glad to hear I'm not alone: Those kids buy 
a record on our say-so and play both sides 
when they get it home. And what really bugs 
me is that one of the network-owned major 
labels is in it deep. I asked one of that label's 
regional men if he'd have his 14 year old 
daughter come over to my office and let me 
talk dirty to her for an hour or so. He got 
the point. 

Cordials, 
ROY E. NELSON, 
Operations Manager. 

RESOLUTION ADOPTED APRIL 23, 1967 BY THE 
LOUISIANA ASSOCIATION OF BROADCASTERS 
MEETING IN SHREVEPORT, LA. 
Whereas there is an apparent increase in 

the amount of salacious and immoral mate
rial being included in records distributed to 
all stations, and 

Whereas the broadcasting industry has no 
control over the production and distribution 

of records and must use recorded music made 
available to it; 

Now therefore be it resolved that this As
sociation concurs with Gordon McLendon in 
his contention that the industry responsible 
for the production and distribution of this 
music should show more concern about the 
nature of the music and lyrics produced, and 

Be it further resolved that we compliment 
Mr. McLendon for taking this courageous 
stand and making his voice heard. 

REMARKS BY DR. JOSE A. MORA, 
SECRETARY GENERAL OF THE 
ORGANIZATION OF AMERICAN 
STATES 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that the gen
tleman from Florida [Mr. PEPPER] may 
extend his remarks at this point in the 
RECORD and include extraneous matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentlemari from 
Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Speaker, on the 

first of May, the distinguished Secretary 
General of the Organization of American 
States, Dr. Jose A. Mora, delivered a 
very eloquent and significant address at 
the annual dinner of the Florida State 
Chamber of Commerce at the Mayflower 
Hotel in Washington. This great Organ
ization of American States has done 
much to promote the peace and pros
perity of the Western Hemisphere in 
years past. We know that its role iri the 
progress and peace of the Western Hemi
sphere in the years ahead shall be even 
greater .. Dr. Jose A. Mora, distinguished 
statesman, as Secretary General, has im
measurably contributed to the accom

' plishments of the Organization of Amer-
ican States. We, of the Florida State 
Chamber of Commerce, were highly hon
ored to have him appear at this function, 
and were particularly pleased to hear Dr. 
Irving Muskat speak so favorably of the 
great Inter-American Cultural and 
Trade Center, known as Interama, lo
cated in my district in Miami, and to 
have his recognition of the part that the 
Inter-American Cultural and Trade Cen
ter will play in future years in bringing 
closer together in friendship, and in co
operation, the peace-loving nations of 
the Western Hemisphere. 

I commend Dr. Mora's able address to 
my colleagues and fell ow countrymen 
and include it in the body of the RECORD 
at this point: 
REMARKS OF THE SECRETARY GENERAL OF THE 

ORGANIZATION OF AMERICAN STATES, DR. 
JOSE A. MORA, AT THE ANNUM. DINNER OF 
THE FLORIDA STATE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 
It is indeed a pleasure to be present upon 

the occasion of the annual dinner of the 
Florida State Chamber of Commerce here in 
Washington, and to find myself in the com
pany of so many friends of long standing. 

Over the many years I have spent in this 
country, first as Ambassador of Uruguay, and 
more recently as Secretary General of the Or
ganization of American States, I have been 
in unusually frequent contact with the State 
of Florida. 

Some of my experience, of course, stems 
from the fact that Florida is in a very literal 
sense the United States' gateway to the 
south-the point of passage for thousands 
of travelers between this country and Latin 
~merica. 

Much more is involved than mere geo
graphical proximity, however. 
· The ties between Flo_rida ancJ the lands of 

the Caribbean date, as you all know, from 
the earliest ·years of our recorded history. 
The first European 8ettlement i;n United 
States territory, Saint Augustine, was not 
English-speaking, but Spanish-speaking, and 
throughout the colonial period Florida's con
tacts were exclusively With the captaincies 
of the Viceroyalty of New Spain, not with 
the British establishments to the north. 

If the Spaniards went their way a cen
tury and a half ago, and their place has been 
taken by an ever-increasing flood of de
scendants of the British colonists, their 
memory lingers on. 

To begin With, of course, there is the name 
of the state, commemorative of its discovery 
on Easter Sunday, but singularly appropriate 
in its suggestion of a land of flowers. Then 
there ls the oft-told tale of Ponce de Leon's 
vain search for the Fountain of Youth. Per
haps that gentleman was not so much misled 
as ahead of his time: could he return today 
during the Easter vacation period, and land 
on the beach at Fort Lauderdale, he would · 
surely be convinced that his goal had been 
attained! 

As befits a race called Conquistadores, the 
Spanish were great military archite.cts, and 
the Castillo de San Marcos is a lasting re
minder of the first empire on which the sun 
never set. The restoration of that and other 
colonial buildings at Saint Augustine, en
thusiastically promoted by native Floridians 
and immigrants from as far off as New 
England, will bring visi·tors from all parts of 
the country to a vivid realization that the 
American heritage is Iberian as well as 
British in origin. 

However respeotful of history they may be, 
Floridians are not given to living in the past. 
Indeed, considering the installations at Cape 
Kennedy, they are in some respects living in 
the future! Thus, in connection With the 
Saint Augustine restoration, they have pro
vided a Pan American Center, to further 
closer relations with Spaniards and .Spanish 
Americans of today. A little farther to the 
south, a still more ambitious undertaking 
for the promotion of trade and friendship 
between the United States and Latin America 
is coming into being at Miami-the project 
known as Interama. 

The Florida-Colombia Alliance represents 
one of the outstanding relationships devel
oped under the Partners of the Alliance 
Program. I had the pleasure of addressing 
the Conference held in Tampa in November 
of last year, and was impressed to note that 
the projects considered ran from agrarian 
technical assistance to health programs, from 
tourism to the exchange of s,tudents and pro
fessors and aid to libraries and educational 
institutions. I am confident that the ac
tivities that have been undertaken will be 
fruitful, not merely in material benefits to 
those who are the object of assistance, but 
also in meaningful personal relationships 
among the collaborators--one of the firmest 
bases of inter-American solidarity. 

It is indeed encouraging to me, as Secre
tary General of the OAS, that the fastest
growlng state in the East, and one that ls in 
the vanguard of progress, is also a leader in 
promoting friendship, cooperation, and trade 
with the United States' neighbors to the 
south. 

I salute the State of Florida-a historic 
outpost of imperial Spain, the gateway to the 
adventures of outer space, and a bridge be
tween the peoples and cultures of the New 
World. 

POOR SCHOOLS FIRST 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that the gen
tleman from Florida [Mr. PEPPER] may 
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extend his remarks at this point in the 
RECORD and include extraneous matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PEPPER . . Mr. Speaker, Republi

. can efforts to dismantle our current Fed
eral aid to education program are being 
conducted in the name of "States' 
.rights." Challenging this theory, the st. 
Petersburg Tin1es points out in an April 
29 editorial that without the Element~ry 
and Secondary Education Act the result 
in States such as ·Florida "would be a 
complete reversal of Congress' intent to 
stimulate better schools. The rich would 
get more, the poor less." 

Mr. Speaker, I include the editorial 
.in the RECORD at this point: 

PooR 8cHOOLS FmsT 
American governmental progress ls marked 

by a series of great compromises. One of 
them~ecldlng ·the proper · role of the fed
eral government in assisting elementary and 
secondary schools-has fallen · into deep 
trouble. 

Every Congress since the end of World War 
II has heard impassioned debate over fed
eral· aid to education. With local and state 
tax resources· consumed by ever-increasing 
demands, Congress wanted to offer some 
relief with federal tax dollars. But for two 
decades, every attempt was stalled by emo
tion-packed differences between public and 
religious schools, rural and urban areas, rich 
and poor states. 

It was left for the remarkable 89th Con
gress to discover an acceptable compromise in 
1965. Federal aid was not to go to states, 
school districts or schools. It was to go to 
children, speclfl.cally children of low-income 
families. Congress directed the U.S. Com
missioner of Education to distribute ap
propriated funds to state education depart
ments which would in turn apportion moneys 

. to .school districts according to a precise 
formula devised by Congress. The formula is 
based upon the number of 5 to 17-year-old 
children in each district from families with 
incomes below $2,000 a year, multiplied ·by 
50 per cent of each state's average expendi
ture per school child. Thus, when state school 
support rose, so would federal aid. 

Aware of the long and bitter struggle on 
this issue, President Johnson called the Edu
cation Act "the most important measure that 
I shall ever sign." 

Supported by the churches, educators, pri
vate schools and the public, the program has 
worked beautifully. 

Now, when the 90th Congress must renew 
the law, a short-sighted group of House Re
publicans is attempting to throw out the 
entire compromise. Whether it is their goal 
or not, these efforts threaten all federal aid 
to education. 

Ironically, the attack ls being conducted in 
the name of states' rights. Instead of states 
being required to follow Congress' needy chll
dren formula, the opponents want to give 
state education departments the power to 
distribute the funds as they wish. 

The result in states such as Florida, where 
outdated state school aid formulas actually 
discourage county support, would be a com
plete reversal of Congress' intent to stimulate 
better schools. The rich would get more, the 
poor less. _ . 

Or, if the worst happens, the entire federal 
program will collapse. So, in the name of 
states' rights, the Republican House mem
bers will have increased the load on state 
treasuries and on heavily overburdened prop
erty taxes. 

This must not .be allowed .to happen. It 
is to be hoped that Florida's 12 members of 
the House will help see that it doesn't. 

ILLITERACY 
Mr. MONTGOMERY . . Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanI.mous -00.nsent that the gen
tleman from New York- [Mr. SCHEUER] 
may extend his remarks at this point in 
the RECORD and include extraneous 
matter . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SCHEUER. Mr. Speaker, there 

are more than 2 million American 
schoolchildren who do not speak English 
and who, as a direct result, suffer in 
terms of the educational opportunities 
available to them, in terms of being able 
to compete effectively. for jobs upon 
graduation, and in terms of social stand
ing in their communities. Unable to com
municate in the language of the main
stream of American life, they have been· 
cut off from effective participation in 
their society by an invisible but real bar
rier of verbs and nouns, idiom and 
nuance. 

In my own New York there are more 
than 67 ,000 such children, less than 1,000 
of whom graduate each year from . an 
academic high school. Although the vast 
majority of these children in New York 
are of Puerto Rican heritage, the school 
age, non-English-speaking children in 
New York cut across 74 ditierent locales 
and speak 32 distinct languages. 

For one child to be .. depri-ved of ·his 
birthright of equal opportunity as an 
American citizen because of inadequate 
language preparation is a cause for na
tional shame; for 67 ,000 or 2 million 
children to be thus deprived is a national 
disgrace. 

The effects of this word barrier extend 
beyond the 2 million children directly 
involved. Because of their inability to 
communicate effectively their classmates 
are often slowed down in the learning 
process. What appears to be an impor
tant but relatively small problem then, 
actually has tremendous magnitude and 
impact on untold millions of American 
children. 

·I have, therefore, today introduced a 
bill to establish . a Bilingual Education 
Act to provide the assistance necessary 
to allow these children and their parents 
the opportunity to participate more fully 
in the life of America. 

Although individual school districts 
have made efforts to meet the problems 
faced by non-English-speaking students 
in their classes, these efforts have rarely 
provided the comprehensive, concerted 
force needed to e1Iect change. The B111n
gual Education Act will provide this 

. force. 
The text of the bill follows : 

H.R. 9840 
A bill to amend the Elementary and Second

ary Education Act of 1965 in order to assist 
bilingual education programs 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House 

of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That this 
Act may be cited as the "Bilingual Educa
tion Act." 

SEc. 2. The Elementary and Secondary 
.Education Act of 1965 (Public Law 89-10) is 
amended by redesignating title VII as title 
VIII, redesignatlng sections 701 through 706 

and r.eferen-ces thereto as sections 801 
through 806, respectively, and by iwserting 
a!ter title VI the follow.Ing new title: 
"TITLE VII-Bll.INGUAL EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS 

"Authorization · of appropriations 
"SEC. 701. There are authorized to be ap

propriated $25,000,000 for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1968, $35.000,000 for tne 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1969, and $50,000,-
000 for each of the three succeeding fiscal 
years, to enable the Commissioner to make 
grants to local educational agencies and in
stitutions of higher education to assist them 
in carrying out .bilingual education pro
grams in accordance with the provisions of 
this title. · 

"Uses of Federal funds 
"SEC. 702. Grants under this title may be 

~sed, in accordance with applications ap
proved under section 703, for-

"(a) planning for and taking other steps 
leading to the development of programs de
signed to provide high-quality educational 
opportunities for children from non-English
speaking homes, lnclu_ding pilot projects 
designed to test the effectiveness of plans 
so developed and the development and dis
semination of special instructional materials 
for use in bilingual education programs; 

"(b) providing preservice training de
signed to prepare persons to partt.cipate in 
bilingual education programs as teacher11 or 
teacher-aides, and inservice training and de
velopment programs designed to enable such 
persons to continue to improve their qual
lfl.cations while participating in such pro-
grams; and . 

"(c) the establishment, maintenance, and 
operation (including the constructlon, re
modeling, or renovation, or acquisition by 
lease or otherwise, of necessary facilities and 
the acquisition of necessary equipment and 
instructional materials) of . programs. which 
are designed to upgrade the quality of the 
entire program of schools consisting of a 
large proportion of children from non
English-speaking low-income families or 
special programs designed to meet the edu
cational needs of children in areas having 
high concentrations of children fr.om non
English-speaking low-income families in-
cluding- ' 

"(1) intensive early childhood programs 
involving b111ngual education techniques de
signed to provide children during the pre
school, kindergarten, and early elementary 
years with educational experiences which 
will enhance their learning potential; 

"(2) special programs or projects designed 
to supplement and enrich the programs of 
elementary and secondary schools, including 
bilingual education programs and bicultural 
education programs which acquaint stu
dents from both r::nglish-speaking and non
Engllsh-speaking homes with the history and 
culture associated with each la-nguage; 

"(3) comprehensive programs of support
ive services to students, including guidance 
and counseling, remedial instruction, sum
mer programs, psychological and social work 
services, health and nutrition programs, and 
efforts to establish closer cooperation be
tween the school and the home; and 

" ( 4) adult education programs related to 
the purposes of this title, particularly for 
parents of children participating in bilin
gual programs. 

"Approval of project applications 
"SEC. 703. (a) A grant may be made under 

this title only for a project under clause (a) 
of section 702 or a project involving pro
grams under both of clauses (b) and (c) of 
section 702, upon application submitted to 
the . Commissioner jointly by a local educa
tional agency and an institution of higher 
education, at such time or times, in such 
manner, and accompanied by such informa
tion as the Commissi9ner deems necessary. 
Such application shall-
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' "(l) provide that the· local educational 

a.gericy and· the institution of higher educa
tion jointly submitting the application will 
be responsible for carrying out the programs 
for ~hich assistance is sought under this 
title; · · · 

"(2) set forth procedures and policies 
which assure that the training provided by 
the institution. of higher education for 
teachers and teacher-aides will be coordi
nated with the bilingual education prograins 
of the local educational agency in which 
such persons are serving or will serve; 

" ( 3) provide for such methods 'of admin
istration as will best carry out the purposes 
of this title; . . 

"(4) set forth policies and p.rocedures 
which assure that the Federal funds made 
available ·under this title will be · so used as 
to supplement and, to the extent practicable, 
increase the level of funds that would, in 
the absence of assistance under this title, 
be ma.de available by the applicant for the 
education of children served by programs 
assisted under this title, and in no case sup·
plant such funds; 

"(5) show the estimated total current 
educational expenditure per pupil partici
pating in the programs for which assistance 
is sought under this title; · 

"(6) provide for such fiscal control and 
fund accounting procedures as may be nec
essary to assure proper disbursement of and 
accounting for Federal funds paid to the 
applicant under this title; 

"(7) provide for making such reports, in 
such form and containing such information, 
as the commissioner may require to carry 
out his functions under this title and to 
determine the extent to which funds ex
pended for the purposes set forth in section 
702 have been effective, and for keeping such 
records and for affording such access thereto 
as the Commissioner may find necessary to 
assure the correctness and verification of 
such reports; and 

"(8) provide assurance that, to the extent 
consistent with law, provision has been made 
for the participation in the project of non
English-speaking children who are not en
rolled in public school on a full-time basis. 

"(b) Applications for grants under this 
title may be approved by the Commissioner 
only if-

"(1) the application meets the require
ments set forth in subsection (a); 

"(2) the project set forth in the applica
tion is of such size, scope, quality and design 
as to provide reasonable assurance of making 
a substantial impact in meeting the special 
educational needs of persons who come from 
non-English-speaking low•income families; 
and 

"(3) approval of the project is consistent 
with criteria established by the Commission
er, including criteria designed to achieve an 
equitable distribution of assistance under 
this title and criteria designed to take into 
account the impact upon the educational 
programs in communities in which the num
ber of non-English-speaking persons from 
low-income families constitutes a substan
tial proportion of the population. 

"(c) Amendments of applications shall, 
except as the Commissioner may otherwise 
provide by or· pursuant to regulations, be 
subject to approval in the · same manner as 
original applications. 

"Payments 
"SEC. 704 . . (a) The C~mmissioner shall 

pay to each applicant which has an applica
tion for a project approved under this title 
such amounts as the applicant · may expend 
under. the terms of the grant, which may 
include an amount for development of the 
propasal of not tO exceed one per centum 
of 'tlie _grant in the first year of a project as-
sisted under ·this title. · 

"(b) Payments under this title may be 
made in installments and in advance or by 

way of ri::imb~rsement, with necessary ad
justments on account of overpayments or 
underpayments. . . · 

"Labor atandards 
"SEC. 705. All laborers and mechanics em

ployed by contractors or subcontractors on 
all construction projects assisted under this 
title shall be paid wages at rates not lesi; 
than those prevailing on similar construc
tion in the locality _as determined by tlle 
Secretary of Labor in accordance with the 
Davis-Bacon Act, as amended (40 U.S.C. 
276a-276a-5) ; The Secretary of Labor shall 
have with respect to the labor standards spe
cified in this section the authority and func
tions set forth in Reorganization Plan Num
bered 14 of 1950 (15 F.R. 3176; 5 U.S.C. 133z-
15) and section 2 of the Act of June 13, 1934, 
as amended (40 U.S.C. 276c) ." 

SEC . . 3. (a) That part of section 801 (as so 
redesigna ted by section 2 of this Act) of the 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 which precedes clause · (a) is amended 
by striking out "and V" and inserting in lieu 

· thereof "V, and VIl". 
(b) Clause (j) of such 801 is amended by 

striking out "title n and title IlI," and in
serting in lieu thereof "titles II, ill, and VIl". 

SOCIAL SECURITY IMPROVEMENTS 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker 

I ask unanimous consent that the gen~ 
tleman from Rhode Island [Mr. ST GER
MAIN] may extend his remarks at this 
point in the RECORD and include extra
neous matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ST GERMAIN. Mr. Speaker, our 

senior citizens should be able to look 
upon the sunset of their lives with the 
assurance that they will not be darkened 
by the ugly shadow of Poverty. 

We in the Congress must take the nec·
essary legislative steps to improve our 
social security system so that our senior 
citizens will .have the assurance they so 
rightfuly deserve that ·their retirement 
years will be lived in dignity and self
respect. 

I have received a resolution from the 
Rhode Island chapter of the National 
Council of Senior Citizens requesting 
such action which I would like to insert 
into the RECORD a~ this time: 

RESOLUTION FOR SOCIAL SECURITY 
. IMPROVEMENTS 

Whereas, President John~_on has urged,. the 
Congress of the United States to increase 
Social Security benefits by an ·average of 
20 percent with the biggest proportionate 
share going to the 2 72 million retirees who 
now get only the minimum of $44 a month 
( $66 for a couple) ; and 

Whereas, · even . the proposed increases 
would fall short of assuring Soeial Security 
beneficiaries genuine financial independence, 
as contemplated by the Social Security Act; 
and 

Whereas, many other nations, far less af
fluent than the United states, have far more 
adequate social welfare systems; and 

Whereas, no remotely comparable insur
ance protection ill avail.able to _t\mericans at 
any price; . 

Therefore be it resolved, that the COngress 
of the United States take prompt, positive 
a_ction to attack the deficiencies that exist in 
the Social Security system, so that older 
Americans, widows and children, and the dis
abled can live out their retirement years in 

dignity· and seif-respect rather than in pov-
erty and despalr; and · 

Be it further resolved, since the program's 
biggest single defect -ts the lack of adequate 
cash beneftts, that the Congress act . to in
crease these benefits as proposed by the 
President; and . · 

Be it further resolved that copies of this 
resolution be sent to Senator Pastore, Sen
ator Pell, Congressman St Germain, Con
gressman Tiernan, · and Chairman Wilbur 
Mills, requesting them to support the Presi
dent's proposals, and to place this resolu
tion in the records of Congress; and 

Be it further resolved that this resolution 
be given the f.unest publicity through the 
communications media. . . 

RUMANIAN NATIONAL HOLIDAY 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. ·Mr. Speaker 

I ask tinanimous consent that the · gen~ 
tleman from Rhode Island [Mr. ST GER
MAIN] may extend his remarks at this 
point in the RECORD and include extra
neous matter. 

The SPEAKER: Is there objection to 
the request of the ~ gentleman · from 
Mississippi'? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ST GERMAIN. Mr. Speaker, on 

May 10, ·the national holiday of- the 
Rumanian people is celebrated. on this 
day in 1866, Prince Charles of Hohen
zollern-Sigmaringen was proclaimed 
Prince of Rumania and the Rumanian 
dynasty was founded. Eleven years later, 
in 1877, the principality of Rumania 
severed her links with the Ottoman Em'
pire and i>roclaimeg her independence 
and on May 10, just 15 years after the 
founding of the Rumanian dynasty, 
Charles I was crowned King of Rumania. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, May 10 is a. 
most significant day for the Rumanian 
people and for the world because man
kind pas been greatly enriched by the 
many contributions made to it by this 
great nation. A nation, which .. we are 
sad to say, now stands beneath the dark· 
shadow of communism. 

Twenty-two years have passed since 
the independence of this spirited nation 
has been disrupted by the forces of com
munism but this passage of two decades 
has not destroyed the will of the Ru
manian people to assert their sense of 
national pride and national independ
ence. It still remains to pierce the shadow 
of communism with the bright light of 
hope and historic strength. · 

This spirit of nationalism is particu
larly significant when we view how it has 
managed to break the monolithic sO
viet bloc into many factions of com
munism, some of which are opposed to 
each other.- And the spirited light of na
tionalism shines brightest in Rumania. 
Someday I expect this spirit to overcome 
the darkness of communism and once 
again clearly place before the world the 
splendor of an independent Rumania. 

EXPORT-IMPORT FIAT CASE 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that the gen
tleman from Rhode Island [Mr. ST GER
MAIN] may extend his remarks at this 
point in the RECORD and include extra
neous matter. 



May 10,_ 1.~67 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-. HOUSE 12315 
Tne SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the ·gentleman from 
Mississippi?. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ST GERMAIN. Mr. Speaker, too 

often immediate considerations cloud 
ultimate objectives and cause us to veer 
otr course in our endeavor to gain a last
ing world peace. 

Such is the case concerning the au
thorization of the Export-Import Bank 
to grant a $40 million credit to Italy's 
Fiat Co. in order to allow the company 
to purchase machine tools in the United 
States for a huge auto plant to be built 
in the Soviet Union. 

Because of Russia's assist~nce to North 
Vietnam~ an immediate consideration, 
too many people have failed to realize 
that the loan in question would provide 
for an increasing amount of the Soviet's 
industrial capacity to be geared to pro
ducing consumer goods, an ultimate ob
jective. 

For the benefit of my colleagues, I 
-would like to insert into the RECORD an 
editorial concerning this matter that ap
peared in the May 9 edition of the Prov
idence Journal. 

This article brings to light all the con
siderations of the case at hand and is 
as follows: 

TOOLING UP 

The House banking committee has acted 
in the nation's best interest by heiplng to 
establish what could be an important ele
ment in President Johnson's plan for im
proved East-West trade. 

The committee narrowly rejected an 
amendment that would have barred the Ex
port-Import '.Bank from granting a 40-mllUon 
dollar credit to Italy's Flat company in order 
to allow the company to purchase machine 
tools in the U.S. for a huge auto plant to 
be built in the Soviet Union. 

The amendment . had a political ring be
cause, generally speaking, it wo1,1ld prohibit 
the bank from making loans or guaranteeing 
any loans for the use of any nation whose 
government ls providing goods or services for 
an antagonist of the United States. 

The Soviet Union happens to be helping 
North Vietnam in the Vietnam War, and the 
machine tool credit involved in the Flat
Sovlet auto plant would fall under this 
prohibition. 

The House committee fortunately was 
guided by long-range and more valid con
siderations concerning U.S. security. It ls to 
America's advantage and in the cause of 
world peace if an increasing amount of the 
Soviets' industrial capacity ls geared to 
producing consumer goods. There also ls im
portant American self:-lnterest in selUng ma
chine tools_ in what probably wlll be a. rapid
ly growing market. 

It ls to be hoped that the entire House will 
see these aqvantages as clearly as did the 
majority of the banking c~mmittee and help 
to move along this important bit of libera~ 
trade legislation. 

WAR ON POVERTY 
Mr. MONTGOMERY: Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that the gen
tleman from Rhode Island [Mr. ST GER
MAIN] may extend his remarks at this 
point in the RECORD and include extra
neous matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request . of the gentleman from 
Mississippi-? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ST GERMAIN. Mr. Speaker, one 
o.f the glories of an amuent society is its 
ability to -combat poverty wherever and 
whenever it may exist: 

Being cognizant of our ability to re
move the ugly shadow of poverty from 
the face of our land, the Congress com.:. 
mitted itself to this task by waging a war 
on poverty. Our commitment is a firm 
one. And it should be. 

Therefore, it was with great delight 
that I listened to President Johnson's 
stirring words yesterday about the war 
on poverty. 

It ls clear that we are not backing off from 
our commitment to fight poverty-

He stated-
Nor wlll we-so long as I have anything to 
say about it. 

We are staying for the long pull. 

Continued the President. 
These words embrace the tenacity 

that must be the very backbone of our 
antipoverty program. The President 
knows that victory in the war on pov
erty will not be easy to come by. He is 
aware of the strong political forces that 
threaten to destroy the war on paverty 
in favor of short-range political gain. 
But the President is determined that the 
war on poverty shall be won and he is 
willing to stick it out. And, I submit, so 
is this House and the rest of the Nation. 

It would indeed be a tragedy for Amer
ica, Mr. Speaker, if this body should Jail 
to face up to the long pull and should 
fail in its commitment to our under
privileged citizens. And this is what 
would occur if the so ... called Republican 
opportunity crusade were to be enacted. 
This "crusade" would abolish the Office 
of Economic Opportunity, the only voice 
the poor have ever had in the Halls of 
Government. It would scatter the anti
poverty progr~ms throughout the old 
bureaucracy to agencies whose heads 
have publicly warned that they are 
strained to the administrative breaking 
point by the programs they already have. 

Much to my dismay, Mr. Speaker, there 
is a great deal of misunderstanding about 
the Office of Economic Opportunity and 
the President's war on poverty. Too many 
people have failed to realize that the war 
on poverty is not a matter of welfare or 
the dole. On the contrary, its aims are 
to abolish the dole by making productive 
members of society out of those welfare 
recipients who are not able to help them
selves. 

And there is another misunderstand
ing, Mr. Speaker, to which ·the President 
alluded yesterday. That is the erroneous 
idea that the economic opportunity I~g
islation is an exclusively Negro program. 

Poverty wears different masks in different 
places-

The President wisely remarked-
We may sometimes think of · it a8 a Negro 

affilction, but seven out of ten poor people 
are white. 

I would like to emphasize for the bene
fit of my colleagues, Mr. Speaker, that 
the war on poverty is a comprehensive 
program and a national program. It has 
the strong support of the President and 
of the Nation. It, therefore, deserves the 
strong .support of this body. 

PANAMA CANAL: BETRAYAL OF OUR 
TAXPAYERS' VAST INVESTMENT 
PROPOSED 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. FLOOD] 
may extend his remarks at this point in 
the RECORD and include extraneous 
matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, since De

cember 18, 1964, the governments of the 
United States and the Republic of 
Panama have been engaged in diplo~ 
matic negotiations for a new treaty. to 
replace the treaty of 1903 under which 
Panama granted in perpetuity to the 
United States exclusive sovereignty over 
the Canal Zone for the construction of 
the Panama Canal and its perpetual 
maintenance, operation, sanitation, and 
protection. 

In a joint statement by the Presidents 
of the United States and Panama on 
September 24, 1965, they announced that 
agreement had been reached on the fol
lowing points: 

First. That the 1903 treaty will be ab
rogated. 

Second. That the new treaty will ef
fectively recognize Panama's sovereignty 
over the Canal Zone territory-United 
States owned. 

Third. That the new treaty will termi: 
nate after a specified number of years. 

Fourth. That a primary objective of 
the new treaty wm. be to integrate the 
Canal Zone territory with that of the 
Republic of Panama. 

The significance of that announcement 
was immediately apparent to informed 
Members of the Congress and students 
of the Isthmian question but not to the 
people of our country at large. It was 
evident that our negotiators with 
Panama had been bamboozled from start 
to finish by radical and communistic de
mands on the part of · the Panamanian 
negotiators. . 

In a statement to the House and press 
release on September 27, 1965, I empha
sized three points: First, that the Presi
dential declaration meant a complete 
and abject surrender to Panama of out 
indispensable sovereignty with respect 
to the Panama Canal and Canal Zone 
in favor of a dual managerial and gov
ernmental setup, in an area of endless 
bloody revolution and political insta
bility; second, that such control could 
only lead to unending conflicts and 
recriminations that always accompany 
extraterritorial jurisdiction; and third, 
that it would mean the scrapping of aH. 
laws enacted by the Cungress since 190~ 
for canal purposes and for governing 
the· zone territory, with the loss of our 
huge investment. For full text of my 
press release see the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD of September 30, 1965. 

As a consequence, many Members of 
the Congress and others have wished to 
know the extent of our investment in the 
Panama Canal and Canal Zone territory, 
the funds for which have been furnished 
by our Nation's taxpayers. Since its total 
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sum apparently had never been deter
mined, on August 30, 1966, :I requested 
the Secretary of the Army to supply me 
such information. He. has now replied in 
two reports: the first on April 10, 1967, 
concerning the casts to the Army. NaVY, 
and Air Foi:ce for defending-militacy
the Panama Canal; and the second on 
April 21, 1967, concerning the costs of 
the acquisition and government of the 
Canal Zone and of the construction, 
maintenance, operation, sariitation, and 
~police-protection of the canal. 

From the data thus supplied,. the fol
lowing are the sums paid by our Govern
ment-an astounding total: 
Defense of the Panama 
. Canal: 

Army -----------------~- $2,874,361,000 
N'avy ------------------- 853,190,000 
Air Force---------------- 320,400,000 

Total---------------- . 4, 047, 951, 000 

Acquisition of government of 
the Canal Zone, con
struction, maintenance, 
operation, sanitationL 
and protection (police} 
of the Panama Canal: 

Gross U.S. investment____ 1, 951, 600, 000 
Recoveries by U.S. Treas
ury---------------~-- 1,251,500,000 

Unrecovered --------- 700, 100, 000 

Total Investment____ 4; 748, 051, 000 

This is exclusive of $141,000,.000 of net 
revenue which if added would bring our 
"total investment to $4,889,051,000. 

In connection with the gross U.S. in
ve8tment of $1,951,600,000, this figure 
does not accw-ately reflect its present 
value, which, conservatively speaking, 
would be anywhere from 100 to 200 per~ 
cent more than the sum stated. 

Mr. Speaker, this total book value of 
$4,748,051,000 is greater than I expected 
and this is the investment that our 
country will altogether lose by the cur
rently proposed treaty or treaties that 
may be sent to the Senate at any time 
after July for ratification-a shocking 
assault on the taxpayers of our country. 
Moreover, the proposed' treaties if rati
fied will constitute ·an ignoring of Amer
ican taxpayers who, in the canal picture, 
constitute a group that has been entirely 
ignored and forgotten. 

No wonder the hidden architects of this 
planned surrender. are using the treaty 
process to brtng ~bout what could never 
be obtained by legislation. Na wonder 
they are strenuously endeavoring to keep 
-the current diplomatic negotiations se
cret and to maintain silence in the Sen
ate until the treaties are sprung on an 
uninformed body with the evident pur
pose to obtain a stampeded ratification. 

In connection with the last, one of the 
key officials concerned with the treaty 
negotiations, a Presidential appointee, 
has visited Capitol Hill. talked with a 
number of prominent Senators, and en
deavored to persuade them to remain 
silent until after the treaties are sub
ntltted. Coul·d there be anything more 
iniquitous than to discourage Senators 
from studying this -vttal matter in ad
vance of submission of the treaties? 
Could there be anything more ruinous of 
our constitution~! system of separation 

of powers?. And . could .there be a . more 
a.trocious disregard of our citizens who · 
ha.ve furnished the· huge funds thus to be 
given away as if they amount .ta no more 
than a. pinch of salt?-

In order that the entire Nation may 
have the facts and figures of our invest
ment at Panama and with the hope that 
in some way the taxpayers will come to 
understand the situation involved, I 
quote my initial request. to the Secretary 
of the Army and his two reports as parts 
of my remarks; and commend them for 
study by every Member of-the Congress, 
the staffs of cognizant committees, in
terested agencies in the executive branch 
of our Gov.ernment, and all others con.: 
cerned with the isthmian question, espe
cially transportation agencies. institu
tions of learning~ and those responsible 
for mass medi-a dissemination. 

The information follows: 

Hon. STANLEY R. RESOR, . 
AUGUST 30, 1966. 

Secretary, Department ot the Army, 
Washington. D.O. 

DEAR MR. SECRETARY! In view of the im
portance of the Canal Zone and Panama 
Canal problems now pending and in 1urther
ance of studies that I have made through 
the years in these connections, I desire, as 
early as may be practicable, a statement 
showing all sums. paid by our government 
a.nd its subsidiaries for the construction, 
maintenance, operation, sanitation, protec
tion and defense of the Oanal and the gov
ernment of the Canal Zone, starting in 1904 
a.nd continuing until the present time. 
· Such statement should include .any interest 
·that our government had paid on the account 
of expenditures dealing with the Zone a.p.d 
the . Canal, including expenditures by the 
Panama Canal Company; and for all bridges, 
·roadways, hospitals, residences and other im
provements in the Zone made at the expense 
of the United States, together with the costs 
of fortifications in and out of the Canal 
Zone. such gross sums of .expenditures 
should be credited respectively by any ,sums 
of reimbursements received by our govern-
ment and tts agencies. · 

In brief, I should like to bave a complete 
chronological recital of all and expenditures 
and credits so as to sbow, at least in approxi
mation, what has been thus expended, in net, 
in the activities~ · 

I realize that this request may involve 
c~nsiderable resear~h, but I ~elleve that un
der existing· conditi'Ons such data is impera
tive. 

Sincerely yours, 
DANIEL J. FLOOD, 
Member oJ Congress. 

DBPARTMEN'l: or THZ AIUlclY, 

OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY, 
· Washington, D.O.,. April 10, 1967. 

DEAR MR.'FLOOD~ This is tµ response to your 
letters of August SO, 1966 and February 21, 
1967 to Secretary Resor requesting informa
tion on the sums ·paid by our Government 
.and its sµbsldiaries for the acquisition, con
struction, ·maintenance, operation, sanita
tion, protection and defense of the Panama 
Canal and the Government of the Canal 
Zone. 

The enclosure attached provides cost ·data 
-r~Iating to the protection and defense of the 
-Canal in a chronological display as requested. 
You will note that this data covers all iden
·tlfla.ble expenditures o! the Depa.rtment. of 
the Army. Navy, and Air For~e.- · 
- The remaining da.ta requested will be p~
·vided. shortly. 
· Sincerely, 

THADDEUS HOLT> 
Deputy Under Secretary of the Army, 

(Internationai Affatrs). · 

€9~ .QP . ~OTECTIQN ~P· DUEKSB o~; THE 
PANAMA CANAL BY l\IJ:LrrAB.Y DZPABTMENT -

Cost of defense and protection of the Pana;na 
Canal -

[In thousands of dollars} 

Ye.at Army Navy USAF 

1904_ -------- 7 292 0 
1905_ -------- 16 67 0 
1906_ - _____ _._ ' 14 I 145 0 
1907 -- - - - ---- 22 234 0 
1908_ -------- 36 150 0 
1909 _ - ------- 60 203 0 
1910_ - ------- 43 214 0 1911_ _______ 1,652 206 0 
1912_ - ------- 1,590 314 0 
1913 _ - ----- 3,052 339 0 
1914- -------- 6,996 183 0 
1915. -------- 5,610 782 0 1916-_______ 14,452 782 0 
1917 _ ------ 21, 122 957 0 
1918_ -------- 18, 784 182. 0 
1919_ -------- 15, 764 1,262 0 
1920 _, - ------- 15,926 1,262 0 
1921- _..: ______ J 20, IOI 1,337 0 
1922_ -·------ ZT,536 1,172 0 
1923_ -------- 2.8,536 1,156 0 
1924 ___ -'----- 28,036 1.165 0 
19-25_ -------- 'Zl, 786 1,355 0 
1926_ -------- 29,013 1,230 0 
19'Zl _____ ~--- 29,013 1,210 0 
1928_ - ------- 30,013 1, 751 o· 
1929_ -------- 29,013 2,195 0 
1930 ______ --- 29,013 3,811 0 
1931- -------- 30, 704 I>,809 0 
1932_ -------'- 30, 704 fl,982 0 
1933_ - ------- 31, 704 6, 798 0 
1934_ - ------- 31,599 2,617 0 
1935_ -------- 43,951 2,571 0 
1936_ - ------ 41,969 3,500 0 
1937 - -------- 43,547 4,080 0 
1938. - ------- 51, 744 3,825 0 
1939_ -------- 46,029 3,878 0 
1940 ____ ----- 75,146 4, 740 0 1941._ ________ 119,437 12, 508 0 1942 __________ 197, 255 26,277 0 
1943.-------·-- 194,067 66, 784 0 1944 __________ 

140", -i42 87,360 0 1945._ ________ 108, 435 84, .000 0 1946.. ________ 60, 101 lll,830 0 1947 __ _____ : __ M,189 35, 572 8, 605-
1948 . .. _. ______ 30,113 35,400 . 8,-605. 1949 __________ 

41,058 27,.492 8,605 
1950 . . -------- 49,019 21, 139 8,.605. 
195L ________ 58, 729 19,456 ;:=, 1952. _________ 72,204 26,398 1953 __________ 60,207 24,580 9.1« 1954._ ____ : ___ 54, 582 23,318 ,, 9,854 
1955...---· --- 64,531 19,384 10,031 
1956 ... ---~--- , 49;182 26, 700 10,817 1957__ ___ ; _ _. __ 61,356 "' 15, 600 11,310 1958 ___________ 36, 783 12,460. 11,200. 

Total 

1299 

1, 
l, 
3', 

83 
159 
256 
186 
253 
257 
858 
904 
391 

7,l 79 
92 
4 

079 

fl,3 
15,23 
2'J. 
llf, 966 
17,026 
l'l,188 
21,438 
2.8,7~ 
29, .. ' 
29~201 
29,141 
30, 
30,223 
31, 7 
31, . 
32,8 
36,51~ 
37,686 
as;ro 2 
34,2~6 
46,522 
45,~ 
'7,627 
55,5,69 
49,997 
79,886 

131, 945 
223, 532 
260~ 851 
~7.~ 
192, 
111,,931, 

98, 366 
74,118 
71, 1.56 

. 78, 763 
84,01,9 

106, 110 
93,931 
87,7M 

·93 946 
86:699 

"78,2fi6 

1959--------- 41~220 
51,408 

10,,.206 
60, _4~ 

11,459 ' 62,885 1960 ____ , _____ 9,817 11,102· · ~:·~~ 1961 _ - _____ . __ 56, 413 10,3211 11,437 
1962. - ------- 58, 789 10,387 12,066 81,242 
1963 •. - ------·- 68, 256 11,032 13,944 • ' 93,232 
1964. - ------ 77, 955 . 10,253 20,610 108,818 
1965. -------- 75,872 10, 717 'Zl,423 -114,012 
1966_ - ------- 76, 742 11,590 29,914 118,246 
MCA total. •• 115, 723 83,849 72; 258 ~271,830 

--------- .---
Total •••••• 2, 874,.361 853,190 320,400 4,04'Z',951 

. 1 Total estimated expenditures include appr~priatioM 
for military perso~el, operation and maintenance, and 
procurement of equipment and missiles (including re
placement of equipment and ammunition). · 

2 MCA. (military construction, appropriations) have 
.not been. itemized by year. This total represents all 
sums expended for milltary construction, including 
housing, for all military departments horn 1904 to June 
30, 1966. 

DEPARTMENT OP THE ARMY, ESTIMATED COST 
OP PROTECTION AND DEFENSE OJ' THE PANAMA 
CANAL 

l'OBEWOBD 

This report was prepared by the Comp
troller of the Army. 

1. The report contains a chronological list
ing by major approprla.tion o:f the estin).ated 
expenditures of the US Axmy from 1904 to 
·so June 1966. 
· 2. FOrma.t of the report ls as follows: 
· Column 1: Year. 
- · Column 2: Military Strength of the Army 
u · of 30 June, ea.ch yea.r. 

Column 3: MPA (Military Personnel, 
-Army') Appropriation. · 

- Column 4: OJ.\4A (Operation and Main-
tenance, Army) Appropriatt<?n. . . 

· Column, 5: PEMA (Procurement of' Equip
ment and Missiles, Ariny) Approprtation. 
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(Includes P~MA Replaceme~t and Ammu
nition). 

Column 6: MCA (M111tary Construction, · Column 7: Total Expenditures, rounded to 
the nearest thousand dollars. Army) Appropriation·, · 

Cost of protection and defense of the Panama Canal 

[Dollar amounts in thousandsl 

Year · Military MPA OMA PEMA MCA Total 
strength 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 

- ----------------
19()4_ ----- ------------ 14 $4 $3 0 (2) -$7 
19()5_ - - --- ------ -- --- - 9 9 7 0 ---------- 16 
19()6_ --------- -------- 8 8 6 0 -------- -- ·14 
1907 __________________ 13 12 10 0 ---------- 22 
19()8_ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 21 20 16 0 ---------- 36 1009 ________ . __________ 29 28 22 0 ---------- 50 
1910_ - ------ -- ------ -- 25 24 19 0 ---------- 43 
1911 __ - - -- - ---------- - 876 841 673 $138 ---------- 1, 652 
1912 ___ - - --- --- - ---- -- 841 807 646 137 ---------- 1, 500 
1913_ ----------------- a 886 851 681 1, 520 ---------- 3,052 
1914 ___ --------- ---- -- 2, 179 2,092 1,674 3,230 ---------- 6, 996 
1915 __ ------ --------- - 3,000 2,880 2,304 426 ---------- 5,610 
1916 ___ - ---- - - -- ------ 8,000 7,680 6, 144 628 ---------- 14,452 1917 __________________ 11, 222 10, 773 8,618 1, 731 ---------- 21, 122 
1918 ______________ ---- 10, 461 10,043 8,034 707 ---------- 18, 784 
1919 ___ --- ------ - ---- - '4, 722 8,467 6, 774 523 ---------- 15, 764 
1920_ ------ - - -- - -- ---- 4, 772 8, 556 6,845 525 ---------- 15, 926 
192L ______ -- -- -- -- -- _ 6,053 10,853 8,682 566 ---------- 20, 101 
1922_ -- - - -- -- -- - --- - - - 8,334 14, 943 11, 954 639 ·--------- 27, 536 
1923 _____ ~_ ----------- 8,334 14, 943 11, 954 1,639 ........................ 28, 536 
1924 _______ ------ ----- 8,334 14, 943 11, 954 1, 139 ---------- 28,036 
1\l25_ -----~---------- - 8,334 14, 943 11, 954 889 ---------- 27, 786 
1926_ -------- -------- - 8, 784 15, 750 12, 600 663 ________ ..,_ 29, 013 
1927 _____ ---- ---- ---- - 8, 784 15, 750 12, 600 663 ---------· 29,013 
1928 _____ -------- ----- 8, 784 15, 750 12, 600 1, 663 ---------- 30, 103 
192\L ____ -- -- ------ -- - 8, 784 15, 750 12, 600 663 ---------- 29,013 
1930 ___________ ---- --- 8, 784 15, 750 12, 600 663 --- ----- -- 29, 013 
1931_ ______ -- --------- 9,303 16, 680 13,344 680 .......................... 30, 704 
1932 _________ -- ------ - 9,303 16, 680 13,344 680 ---------- 30, 704 
1933 _________ --------- 9,303 16, 680 13, 344 1,680 ---------- 31, 704 
1934 ___ -------------- - 9, 578 17, 173 13, 738 688 ---------- 31, 599 
1935 _________ -- -- ----- 13,367 23, 967 19, 174 810 ....................... 43, 951 
1936_ - - -- -- - - ---- - - -- - 12, 759 22,877 18,302 790 ................. _ .. 41, 969 

· l The 1st U.S. military garrison in· the Canal Zone consisted of approximately 1~400 
U.S. Marine Corps personnel that were landed in November 1903 and departeu in 
January 1914. Army personnel during the period 1904-10 consisted primarily of survey 
teams. The 1st U.S. Army troop unit arrived in the Canal Zone October 1911. 

1 Original Army fortifications (1911-15) cost approximately $11,000,000. Construction 
just prior to and during World War II cost approximately $75,000,000. Remainder is 
for roads and other required military construction. Does not include minor construc
tion projects which are funded under "Operation and maintenance," Army. Does 
not include defense expenditures such as bombproofing locks which were funded by 
the Panama Canal Company. 

1 Plans for early defense of the canal bad their beginning in January 1913. At this 
time a House committee on appropriations held open hearings on the defenses to be 
constructed. It was estimated that a minimum mobile force of 7 ,000 troops plus the 
coast artillery personnel to man the planned heavy fortifications would be required. 
The study resulted in the Department of the Army being authorized a total of 8,350 · 
military personnel for the protection and defense of the Canal Zone. It is interesting 
to note that the present· day Army strength in the Canal Zone is very close to this 
figure. The Panama Canal Department haE undergone many reorganizations since 

Year Military MPA OMA PEMA MCA Total 
strength 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 
--------------

1937 __________________ 13, 243 $23, 745 $18, 996 $806 ---------- $43, 547 1938 _____ _____________ 14, 942 26, 791 21, 433 3, 520 ---------- 51, 744 1939 __________________ 13, 451 24, 118 19, 294 2, 617 ---------- 46, 029 
1940_ -- -- -- -- -- ---- --- 22, 384 40, 135 32, 108 2, 903 ---------- 75, 146 1941_ _____ ____________ 35, 017 62, 785 50, 228 6,424 -- ---- ---- 119, 437 
1952 _____ -- --- --- - - -- - 58, 257 104, 455 83, 564 9, 236 ---------- 197, 255 
1943 ___ ____ ------ -- -=- 57,305 102, 748 82, 198 9, 121 ---------- 194, 067 1944 __________________ 41, 278 74, 011 59, 209 7, 222 ---------- 140, 442 1945 ___ _______________ 32,018 57, 408 45, 926 5, 101 ..................... 1()8, 435 1946 __ ________________ 14, 704 33, 569 23, 526 3,006 ....................... 60, 101 1947 __________________ 13, 821 27, 794 23, 496 2,899 54, 189 
1948_ -- -- -- ----------- 7, 251 14, 763 13, 777 1, 573 ---------- 30, 113 
1949_ ---- -- ----------- 7, 682 23, 300 16, 132 1,626 ---·------ 41,048 
1950 ________ - --------- 8,343 26, 247 18, 772 4,000 ..................... 49,019 
195L ________ --- -- ---- 8,424 33, 890 20, 807 4,032 ---------- 58, 729 
1952_ -- -- -- ------- -- - - 11, 671 37, 125 29, 761 5, 318 ---------- 72, 204 
1953 ____ -------- - -- --- 9,960 29, 083 26, 484 4,640 ---------- 62, 207 
1954 ______ --- ---- - - --- 8, 146 26, 963 23, 697 3,922 ---------- 54, 582 
1955 ___ _____ -- - -- ---- - 9,360 32, 610 27, 518 4,403 ---------- 64. 531 
1956 ____ ------ -------- 6,808 25, 305 20, 485 3,392 ---------- 49, 182 
1957 ___ - - - - -- --------- 6, 934 26, 585 21, 329 3,442 ---------- 51, 356 
1958-- - - --- -- - - - - - - - - - 4, 825 18, 750 15, 426 2,607 ---------- 36, 783 
1959_ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 4,859 21, 312 17, 288 2, 620 ---------- 41, 220 
1960_ ---- --------- --- - 5, 930 26, 359 21, 075 3,974 ---------- 51, 408 
1961---------------- - - 6,444 28, 940 23, 295 4, 178 ---------- 56, 413 
1962 _________ -~--- -- -- 6,699 30, 025 22, 485 4, 279 ---------- .58. 789 
1963 ___ -- ------------- 7, 735 30, 419 28, 148 4,689 ---------- 63, 256 
1964 ___ __ ------- -- -- - - 8, 557 41, 288 31, 652 5, 015 ---------- 77. 955 
1965_ ------ ------ - - -- - 8,245 39, 436 31, 545 4, 891 ---------- 75,872 
1966_ ------- ---- - -- -- - 8, 313 39, 902 31, 922 4, 918 ---------- 76, 742 
MCA totaL _________ -- -------- 115, 723 ----------------------TotaL _________ 6 656, 596 1, 451, 388 1, 156, 796 150, 454 $115, 723 2, 874, 361 

this early defense plan was implemented; however, the major changes in Army units 
are that the Hawk batteries have replaced the coast artillery batteries and an infantry 
~[l~~d!~iW~gf:r~~ ~f ~g:~i~J.orces Group have replaced-the infantry regiments and 

' The 1st Air Corps units were assigned to the Panama Canal Department in 1919. 
During this period the Army coast defenses and the mobile defenses consisted of 18 
coast artillery batteries, 3 infantry regiments, 1 cavalry squadron, 1 field artillery 
battalion; 1 signal company, 1 engineer regiment, 2 observation groups (Air Corps), 
and 1 photographic section (Air Corps). 

' Total for col. 2 is military man-years. 
Sources: Annual reports of the Secretary of War, the Chief of Staft, or the Adjutant 

General. Chief, Military. History, Deputy Chief of Staft for Personnel, Chief of Inter
oceanic Canal Studies, Office of the Chief of Engineers, and the Comptroller of the 
Army. , 

Historical references: History of the Panama Canal Department, vol. I-IV, An 
Integrated History of Panama Canal Department and the' Fortifici,i.tions of the Panama 
Canal. (Historical manuscripts are on file in the Office of the Chief of Military History, 
Department of the Army.) 

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY ESTIMATED COST 
OF PROTECTION AND DEFENSE OF THE PANAMA 
CANAL 

Estimated cost of protection and defense o/ 
the Panama CanaZ--Oontinued 

Estimated cost of protection and defense of 
the Panama Canal-continued. 

FOREWORD 

1. This report presents · estimated net ex
penditures in cases where complete fiscal 
data were not avatrable. Estimates are based 
on historical records. 

2. Milltary construction costs for the Navy 
Department are in the summary for all Serv
ices in Enclosure 1. 

Estimated cost of protectton and defense of 
the Panama Canal 

[Dollar amounts in thousands] 

Military All 
Year strength Military other Total 

(man- pay costs costs 2 

years)' 
------------

1904_ - ------ - 946 $287 $5 $292 
1005_ -------- 203 66 1 67 
1906_ - ------- 417 142 3 145 
1007 _ -------- 675 230 4 234 
J908_ - ------- 415 144 6 150 
1909_ -------- 415 194 9 203 
1910_ - ------- 415 204 10 214 
1911_ ________ 415 197 9 206 
1912_ - - -- ---- 415 265 49 314 
1913_ - ------- 415 270 69 339 
1914_ - ------- 27 101 82 183 
1915_ - ------- (3) 96 686 782 
1916_ - ------- (I) 96 686 782 
1917 - - ------- (3) 96 861 957 
1918_ - ------- (3) 96 86 182 
1919_ - ------- (1) 170 1,092 1, 262 
1920_ - ------- (1) 170 1,092 1, 262 
1921_ - ------- (I) 170 1, 167 1,337 
1922_ - ------- (I) 170 1,002 1, 172 
1923_ - ------- 52 212 944 1, 156 

[Dollar amounts in thousands] · 

I Military All 
Year strength Military other 

(man- pay costs 
years)l 

----
1924_ - ------- 62 $221 $944 
1925_ -------- 65 221 1, 134 
1926_ - ------- 66 346 884 
1927 - - ------- 64 400 810 
1928_ - -------· 62 807 944 
1929_ -------- 64 1, 131 1,064 
1930_ - ------- 72 1,555 2,256· 
1931- - ------- 83 1,908 3,901 
1932_ - ------- 97 2,262 4, 720 
1933_ - __ : ____ 85 2,216 4, 582 
1934_ - ------- 85 1, 750 867 
193lL - ------- 82 1, 751 820 
1936_ - ------- 93 1, 771 1, 729 
1937 _ - ------- 144 1,839 2, 241 
1938_ - ------- 150 1,826 1,999 
1939_ - ------- 174 2,336 1,~ 
1940_ - ---- --- 220 2, 518 2,222 
194L _ ------- 2,043 3,961 8,547 
1942_ -------- 5,674 6,259 20, 018 
1943_ - ------- 10,810 14, 454 52, 330 
1944_ - ------- 10;112 13, 133 74, 227 
1945_ - ------- 9,546 15, 819 68, 181 
1946_ - _____ :_ 3,835 13, 723 38, 107 
1947 - - ------- 3, 280 9, 720 25,852 
1948_ - ------- 2,455 6,478 28, 922 
1949_ -------- 2,968 7,989 19, 503 
1950_ - ------- 1,262 3,550 17, 589 1951_ _________ 1,440 4, 740 14, 716 1952 __________ 1,467 4,679 21, 719 
1953 __________ 1, 563 5, 391 19, 189 
1954 __________ 1, 474 3,945 19, 373 
1955__ -------- 1, 194 4, 157 15, 227 
1956 --------- 1, 193 4,209· 22, 491 1957 ____ __ ____ -984 - 3, 750 11, 850 1958 ___ _______ 650 2, 511 9,949 

Total 
costs 2 

----
$1, 165 
1, 355 
1,230 
1, 210 
1, 751 
2,195 
3,811 
5,809 
6,982 
6, 798 
2, 617 
2,571 
3,500 
4, 080 
3,825 
3,878 
4, 740 

12, 508 
26, 277 
66, 784 
87, 360 
84, 000 
51,830 
35,572 
35, 400 
27, 492 
21, 139 
19, 456 
26,398 
24, 580 
23, 318 
19,384 
26, 700 
15.600 
12, 460 

[Dollar amounts in thousands] 

Military All 
Year strength Military other Total 

(man-
years)l 

pay costs costs 1 

------------
1959_ -------- 615 $2, 577 $7,629 $10, 206 1000 __________ 526 2,232 7, 585 9, 817 t96L ____ _. ___ 544 2,348 7,977 10, 325 1962 __________ 530 2,200 8,097 10,387 
1963 __ ·------- 577 2, 522 8,510 11, 032 
1964 --------- 592 2,845 7,408 10, 253 
1965 --------- 639 3, 197 7, 520 10, 717 1966 __________ 639 3,?25 8,365 U,590 

---------------Total ______ '73, 150 177, 938 591,403 769, 341 

1 Man-year data prior to 1941 ·cover Marine Cor{>CI 
personnel only. Military pay is fox: Marine Corps onlJ! 
in 1904 through 1007 but for Navy and Marine Corpl' 
personnel beginning in 1908. Navy man-year data at\ 
not available 1008 through 1940. 

e~~ri'J}t~~ ~:~~i~ ~i~;~~J~J1s~~~r~ih~r:r 
lnteroceanic Canal Studies, Office of the Chief of Engi
neers, U.S. Army. 

a Not available. 
'Total for col. 2 is.military man-years. 

DEPARTMENT QF THE AIR FORCE, ESTIMATED 
COST OF PROTECTION AND DEFENSE ·OF THE 
PANAMA CANAL 

FOREWORD 1 

1. The data shown thereon reflect costs of 
the U.S. Air Force Southern Command (for
merly the Caribbean Air Command) , and 
to the extent possible excludes those costs 
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related to yarious Latin American programs 
such as missions. Also excluded are those 
expenses not financed through or identified 
with this command or its bases, such as Air
craft POL and centrally procured items pur
chased through procurement appropriations. 
Of the costs presented, the funds related to 

- that specific mission of the command which 
is "to direct the Air Defense of the Canal 
Zone" cannot be separately identified. 

2. Expenditures for the Army Air Corps 
(prior to 1947) are included in Army costs. 
Air Force expenses in Panama Canal Zone 

[Dollar amounts in thousands], 

Fiscal 
year 

19471_ ----
1948 1_ ----
19491_ ----1950 _______ 
1951_ ______ 
1952 _______ 
1953 _______ 
1954 _______ 
1955 ___ ____ 
1956 _______ 
1957 ___ ____ 
1958 _______ 
1959 __ _____ 
1960 ______ _ 
1961_ ______ 
1962 __ ____ _ 
1963 _______ 
1964 ______ _ 
1965 ______ _ 
1966 _______ 

MCA 
total 2 ___ 

Military Opera.-
personnel tion 

and 
mainte

Num- Amount nance 
ber 

3,213 $5,552 $3,053 
3,213 5,552 3,053 
3,213 5,552 3,053 
3,213 5,552 3,053 
1,328 2,548 3,28& 
1, 781 3, 754 3,814 
1,994 5,659 3,485 
1, 789 5,807 4,047 
1,604 5,546 4,485 
1,547 5, 705 5,112 
1,411 5,385 5,925 
1,282 5,113 6,096 
1,252 5,353 6,10& 
1, 207 5,026 6,076 
1, 144 5,037 6,400 
1, 139 5,346 6, 720 
1, 173 5,357 8,587 
1, 736 8, 776 11,834 
2,312 12,545 14,878 
2,469 14,678 15, 236 

------- --------- ---------

Mili
tary 
con-

strue
ti on 

---------
---------
---------
--------
---------
---------
---------
---------
---------
---------
----------
---------
---------
---- -----
---------
---------
---------
--------
---------
$72, 258 

Tot.al 

$8,605, 
8,605 
8,605 
8,605 
5,834 
7,568 
9,144 
9,854 

10,031 
10,817 
11,310 
11, 209 
11, 459 
ll, 102 
11,437 
12,066 
13,944 
20,610 
27,423 
29, 914: 

72, 258 

Total. 38, 020 123, 843 124, 299 72, 258 320, 400 

1 Estimated for 1947-49. 
1 MCA total is for 1947--06. Includes $62,157 originally 

appropriated for Army MCA and transferred when the; 
liJ.S. Air Force became &separate department. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, 
OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY, 

Washington, D.C., April 21, 1961. 
DEAR MR. FLOOD: In my letter of April 10, 

1967 I submitted to you cost data. relating ta 
the pretection 'and defense of the Panama. 
Canal. This was in partial response to your 
requests for information in letters of August 
30-, 1966 and February 21, 1967 to Secretary 
Resor. 

The remaining investment of the United 
States Government in the Canal is- reflected 
in the enclosure attached. These same data 
were submitted for the record to the Senate 
Appropriations Committee's Subcommittee 
on Public Works as an extension of the testi
mony by the Governor of the Canal Zone at 
a hearing on April 11, 1967. 

If I can be of further assistance to you on 
this matter, please let me know. 

Slncerely1 

THADDEUS HOLT, 

Deputy Under Secretary of the Army 
(International Affairs). 

PANAMA CANAL ENTERPRISE 

Unaudited summary of funds and property 
received by the Panama Canal enterprise 
from the U.S. Government, interest costs 
thereon payable to the U.S. Government, 
and funds paid back to the U .s. Treasury 
by the Panama Canal enterprise from in
ception to June 30, 1966 

[In millions of dollars} 

July 1, June 30, 
1951 1966 

Gross investment of U.S. 
Government~ 

Funds and property transfers (l)_ 1, 013. 9 
Interest on net investment of 

U.S. Government: 
From inception to June 30, 

1951 (2)_____________ _________ 373. 4 

1,4:19.8 

373.4 

. ' p ANAMA CANAL ENTERPR·ISE--:-Con tinued. 

Unaudited summary of fu-nds and proper:ty 
received by the Panama Canal enterprise 
from the U.S. Governm.ent, interest costa 
thereon; payctble to the U.S. Government, 
and funds paid hack to the U.S. Treasury 
by the Panama Canal enterprise from in
ception to.June 30, 1966-Continued 

I [In millions of dollars] 

Gross investment of U .. S. Gav
ernment-Continned 

Interest on net investment of 
-u.s. Government-Con. 

From J"uly 1, 1951, to June 30, 
1966: 

·Panama Canal Company 
(paid to U.S. Treasury) 

July 1, June 30, 
1951 1966 

(3) _______ ___ ______________ ---------- , 139~6 

Canal Zone Government 
and Thatcher Ferry 
Bridge (4)-------------- - -- - --- - - - 18. 8 

Total gross investment 
of U.S. Government__ 1,387.3 

Recoveries by the U.S. Treasury:, 
Deposits and deposit credita 

from all sources (5}_____ _____ __ 784. 6 

Unrecovered balance ex
cluding retained earnings __ 602. 7 

1,,961.6 

1, 251. 5 

700.1 

NOTE.-Not included above is $r41,000,000 of net 
revenue (carried over from Panama Railroad Companyl 
$71 100 000 ~lus $70,000,000 . accrued to Panama Cana 
Company smce July 1, 1951}. If this amount is to- be 
considered as an added investment it should be added 
to the cash total above, as follows: 

1951 1966 

Total as above________ _________ ____ 602. 7 700.1 
Retained net revenue____________ _ 71.1 141. 1 

Adjusted totaL___ ____ ______ 673. 8 841. 2, 

Detailed statement supporting summary 
statement of unrecovered investment of 
the U.S. Government in the Panama Canal 
enterprise from inception to June 30, 1966 

1. Funds and p:roperty 
transfers: 

Funds appropriated di
rectly for the enter
prise; 

Original construction_ $386, 910, 301. 00 
Maintenance, opera-

tion, and addittonal 
capital expendi-
tures -------------- 929, 593, 859. 40 

Total ----------- 1,316,504, 160. 40 

Funds appropriated for 
other U.S. Govern
ment agencies for 
the direct benefit of 
the enterprise: 

Construction annuity 
to employees (and · 
their widows) en
gaged in the con
struction of the 
can.al ------------- 45, 672, 87'1. 9.1 

Increased annuity to 
Panama ----------- 16, 500, 000. 00 

Annuities to employees. 
retired prior to July 
1, 1951------------- 15,091,000.00 

Salaries of military 
personnel assigned 
to the canal prior 
to July 1, 195L____ 9, 307, 002·. 00 

Injury and death pay
ments, Bureau of 
Employees Compen-
sation------------- 4, 704, 700. 17 

Total 91,275,580.62 

Total appropria-
tions ---------- 1, 407, 779, 741. 02 

Detailed statement supporting summar,y 
statement of unrecovered investment of 
the U.S. Government in the Panama Canal 
enterprise from inception to June 30, 1966-
Continued 

1. Funds, etc.-Continued 
Property transferred 

from other U.S. Gov-
ernment agel!lcies_____ $19, 395, 443. 22 

Property transferred to 
other U.S. Govern-
ment agencies________ 7, 354, 372. 75 

Total property 
transfers, net ___ _ 12,041,070.47 

Total funds and 
property trans.-
f erS' ------------- l, 419, 820, 811. 49 

FROM" INCEPTION TO 

JUNE 30, 1951 

2. Interest on net direct 
investment~ 

Interest at 3 percent 
to Aug. 14, 1914, and. 
at individual an-

. nual rates there
after (as deter
mined by the Sec
retary of the Treas
ury), has been cal
culated on net 
withdrawals (total 
appropriations less, 
deposits of canal -
tons_ and other de
posits) from 1904 to 
1951) ----------- 373, 442, 987. 50 

li'ROM JULY 1,1951, TO 
JUNE 30, 1966 

3. Panama. Canal Company: 
Interes.t at rates from 

1.95 percent for :fis
cal year 1951 to 3.63 
percent for · fiscal 
year 1966 (as deter
mined by the Secre-, 
tary of the U.S. 
Treasury) has been 
calculated on the 
Company's net di
:.-ect inv~stment, es
tablished in accord
ance with section 
62 of title 2 of the 
Canal Zone Code, 
charged to Com
pany operatio~s 
and subsequently 
deposited into the 
'U.S. Treasury -a& 
miscellaneous re
ceipts, as required 
by law___________ 199, 686, 357. 8.5 

4. Canal Zone Govern-
ment and Thatcher 
Ferry Bridge: 

Existing law specifi
cally exempts the
net direct invest
ment of the Canal 
Zone Government 
and the Thatcher 
Ferry Bridge from 
interest charges. 
However, it is con
sidered that this 
element should be/ 
included in arriving 
at the unrecovered 
Investment _of the 
U.S. Government In 
the canal enter
prise. The interest 
cost reflected herein 
has been calculated - ·· 
at the same rates 
used for the Com-
pany as shown un-
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Detatl'ed atatement au.pporting aummary 

statement of unrecovered. inveatment oJ 
the U.S. Government i~ tlte Pancima. Canal 

enterpris-e from inception to June 30, 11J86-
Continued 

4. Canal Zone, ete.--Con. 
der paragraph a 
above, on the net 
direct investment 
of the Canal Zone 
Government and 
Thatcher Ferry 
Bridge as of June 30 
each year through 
June 30, 1966____ US. 847, 860. 00 

5. Recoveries by the U.S. 
Government: 

(a) Actual deposits 
into the U.S. 
Treasury: 

Canal tolls prior to 
June 30, 195L___ 643, 883', 520. 78 
Net profits from 

business opera-
tions (activities 
corresponding · 
roughly to our 
present support-
ing operations___ 28: 591, 812. 05 

Licenses,, fines. fees, 
and postal re-
ceipts --------- 6, 887, 294-. 59 

Proceeds from sale 
of construction 
equipment------ 6,990,681.75 

Capital repayments 
and interest on 
public works- in 
Panama, and 
Colon ---------- 3, 54'1, 006. 22' 

DtVidends paid by 
the Panama Rail
road from 1905 to 
1950' ------------ 23, 994,. 905·. 00 

Interest on net di
rect investment 
of the Company 
from July 1, 1951 
to date__________ 139,586,357.35 

Capital repayments 
from July 1, 1951 
to date__________ 25,000,00G.OC> 

Net cost of Canal 
Zone Govern
ment, reimbursed 
by the Panama. 
C&nal Company__ 192,, 533. 569. ol9 

Canal Zone Govern-
ment revenue 
and plant salvage 109, 821. 007. 64 

Tbtal -------- 1, 180, 83'6, 154. 87 
(b)' Deposit credits: 

Value of 
Canal tolls on 
'D.S. Govern
ment, vessels 
to June 30. 
1951 ------- 70,668,969.00 

Total de-
posits and 
deposit 
credits -- 1,251,506,123.87 

JOB CORPS 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the gentle
man from Oklalwma [Mr. ALBERT] may 
extend his remarks at this Point in the 
RECORD and include extraneous matter .. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the . gentleman from 
Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ALBERT. Mi:. Speaker, I -should 

CXIII--777-Part 9 

like to bring t.o the attention of the House 
an up-to-date report on an important 
part the Job Corps is playing in each of 
our States, regardless of whether or not 
we each happen to have a Job Corps Cen
ter in our congressional district. 

Job Corpsmen are sending home money 
to their dependents in the form of allot
ments-this act in itself is commendable. 
It is the beginning of responsibility that 
will have an influence on them the rest 
of their lives. 

Under unanimous consent I include a 
report the omce of Economic Opportu
nity recently compiled showing that Job . 
Corpsmen have spent home nearly $16 
million in allotments in the last 2· years. 

The Job Corps report follows: 
JOB. CORPS ALLOTMENTS TO NEEDY DEPENDENTS 

TOTAL NEARLY $16 Mn.LION 

Job Corpsmen and women in two years 
have sent nearly $16 million in allotments; 
home to needy dependents, Director William 
P. Kelly of Job Corps_ announced today. 

In March 196'l, he said, 75 percent of the 
young men and women in. the progi:am made 
allotments to needy dependents .. The allot
ments by 24,581 young men a.nd women, to-
taled $1,211,910that month. . 

Kelly said that 96.4 percent of those mak
ing allotments send the maximum of $25 a 
month, with Job Corps matching the amount 
of the allotment. 

.The share of the allotment by the Corps
man or woman is taken from the $50 a mo:nth 
readjustment allowance, which is paid t-he 
youth on leaving the program. 

The first allotments were paid in March 
1965 and the monthly total has increased 
steadily sinc.e that time. running a.t the rate 
of more than $1 million a month since No
vember 1966. 

"It is heartening to see the great num
ber of young people wh0> willingly make 
these allotments, even though it comes In 
part out of their own funds," Kelly . safd. 
"These allotment payments are of great help 
to thousands of families in America, as well 
as thousands of communities." 

Allotments paid from March 1965. through 
March 1967by states: 

Job Corps allotments. 

Alabama ----~----------------
Araska ------------------------Arizona ___________ ,;_ _________ _ 

Arkansas ----------------------
California ---------------------
Colorado ----------------------
Connecticut -------------------
Delaware ------------------·-
District of Columbia __________ _ 

Florida ------------------·----
Georgia ---------------..:------
Hawaii ------------------------Idaho _____________________ ;;. __ 

Illinois -----------------------
Indiana ----------------------
Iowa. ----------------------
Kansas ------------------------
Kentucky -----------·-----
Louisiana -----------------
Maine -----------~-------------
Maryland ---------------------
Massachusetts ---------------
Michigan ------------------
Minnesota -------------·--------Mississippi ____ , ___ .:.._ ________ _ 

Missouri -----------·----------
Montana ----------·---------
Nebraska --------------------- . 
:Nevada ------------------------New Hampshire _______________ _ 

New Jersey-----------·-------New Mexico ________________ _ 
New York ___________________ _ 
North Carolina ________________ _ 
North. Dakota _______________ _ 

$721, 887 
26,800 

138-, 380' 
611, 150 

1, 057, 410 
251,070 
66,670 
70,730 

161,520 
693,860 
746, 310 
98,600 
4'>, 860 

49'6', 070 
168, 020 

48,890 
!24,370 
375,590 
698,.400 

78, 360 
327, '140 
143,550 
262,180 
. 97,,450 
592,140 
368. 040. 
48,860 
64. 220 
41,090 
22,300 

418,810 
201, 520 

l,086,390, 
292,350 

52. 2!i0 

Job Corps aUotment&-Oontinued 

Ohio -------------------------- '405,260 
Oklahoma -------------------- 243, 760 
Oregon ------------------------· 110. 20Q 
Pennsylvania ------------------ 438, 200' 
Rhode Island-------------------· 20, 830 
South Carolina_________________ 681, 400 
South Dakota_________________ 62:, 370 

, Tennessee ------------------- 404, 940 Texas ___________ _:_____________ 1, 668, 720 

Utah ------------------------- 63, 77.0 
Vermont --------------------- 18,940 
Virginia. ---------------------- '143, 350 
Washington ------------------- 125, 690 
West Virginia________________ 365, 620 

Wisconsin --------------------- 95, 240 
Wyoming ---------------------- 36, 920 

Total ----------------- 15, 957, 095 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 
By unanimous consent, permission to 

address the House, following the legisla
tive program and any special orders 

.heretofore entered, was granted to: 
Mr. MULTER, for 1 hour, on Monday, 

May 15~ on the 19th anniversary of the 
independence of Israel. 

Mr. EscH (at the request of Mr. 
KLEPPE) for 1 hour, on June 7; and to 
revise and extend his remarks and in
clude extraneous matter. 

Mr. ASHBROOK <at the request of Mr. 
KLEPPE), for 10 minutes, today; and 
to revise and extend his remarks and 
include extraneous matter. 

.EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
extend remarks in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, or to revise and extend remarks. 
was granted to: 

Mr. PucrnsKI. 
(The following Members <at the re

quest of Mr. KLEPPE) and to include ex
traneous matter:) 

Mr. TAFT. 
Mr. THOMPSON of Georgia. 
<The following Members fat the re

quest of Mr. MONTGOMERY) and to in
clude extraneous matter:) 

Mr. MURPHY o! Illinois'. 
Mr. RODINO. 
Mr.KEE. 

SENATE Bn:LS REFERRED 
Bills of the Senate ·of the following 

titles were taken from the Speaker's 
table and. under the rule, referred as 
follows:. 

S. 223. An act to authorize the disposal o! 
the Government.-owned long-lines communi
cation facilities in the State of Alaska. and 
for other purposes~ to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

8. 449. An act to provide- for the popular 
election of the Go.vernor of' Guam, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs . 

S. 4-77. An. act for the relief of the widow 
of Albert M. Pepoon; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

s. 645. An act to provide- needed means for 
the residents of rural America to a.chieve
eq'1ality of opportunity by authol!i:zlng th& 
making of' grants !or comprehensi've plan
ning for :public services and development. in 
community development districts approved 
by the Secretary of Agriculture; to the Com
mittee on Agriculture. 
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S. 1136. An act to amend section 9 of the 

act of May 22, 1928 (45 Stat. 702), as amended 
and supplemented (16 U.S.C. 581h), relating 
to surveys of timber and other forest re
sources of the United Statt·S, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

-S.1190. An act to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide for the inclusion of 
certain periods of reemployment of annui
tants for the purpose of computing annu- . 
ities of surviving spouses; to the Committee 
on Post· office and Civil Service. 

S. 1320. An act to provide for the acquisi
tion of career status by certain temporary 
employees of the Federal Government, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Post Office and Civil Service. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I 

move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly 

<a.t 12 o'clock and 11 minutes p.m.> , the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Thurs
day, May 11, 1967, at 12 o'clock noon. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUB
LIC Bn.LS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees w·ere delivered to the' Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar. as follows: 

Mr. NIX: Committee on Post Office and 
Civil Service. H.R. 1411. A bill to amend 
title 39, United States Code, with respect 
to use of the mails to obtain money or 
property under false representations, and for 
other purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 
235) . Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. NIX: Committee on Post Office and 
Civil Service. H.R. 3979. A bill to amend sec
tion 6409(b) (1) of title 39, United State8 
COde, which relates ,to transportation com- . 
pensation paid by the ,Postmaster . General; 

with am·endment (Rept. No. 236). Referred to · meat and meat .products; to the Committee 
the Committee of the Whole House on the · on Ways and Means. 
State of the Union. By Mr. SCHEUER: 

· H.R. 9840. A bill to amend the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 in or

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS der to assist bilingual education programs; 
Under clause 4 of rule XXII, public · to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

bills and resolutions were introduced and By Mr. BOB WILSON (for himself, and 
11 f d f ll . Mr. UTT): . 

se_vera Y re erre as o ows · H. Res. 470. A resolution commending San 
Br. Mr. ASPINALL: Diego, Calif., for its commemoration of 

H.R. 9833. A b111 to amend section 133l(c) Charles A. Lindbergh's historic transatlantic 
of title 10, United States Code, to authorize flight in the Spirit of st. Louis; to the Com
the granting of retired pay to persons other- mittee on the Judiciary. · 
wise qualified who were Reserves before · 

· August 16, 1945, and who served on active 
duty during the so-called Berlin crisis; to PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. BUTTON: Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
H.R. 9834. A bill to regulate imports of bills and resolutions were introduced and 

milk and dairy products, and for other pur- severally referred as follows: 
poses; to the Commit~ee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLEVELAND: 
H.R. 9835. A bill to· prohibit desecration 

of the flag; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. GUBSER: 
H.R. 9836. A bill to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1954 to provide a credit 
against income tax· to offset losses of retired 
pay sustained by certain individuals who 
retired from the Armed Forces before June 
1, 1958; to the Commit1;ee on Ways and 
Means. · 

By Mr. HAYS: 
H.R. 9837. A bill to amend the Legislative 

Branch Appropriations Act, 1959, as it re
lates to transportation expenses of Members 
of the House of Representatives, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on House 
Administration. 

By Mr. HICKS: 
H.R. 9838. A bill to regulate imports of milk 

and dairy products, anq. for other purposes; 
to the Committee on W.ays and Means. 

By Mr. RUPPE: 
H.R. 9839. A bill to revise the quota-con

trol system on the . importation of certain 

By Mr. ADDABBO: 
H.R. 9841. A bill for the relief of Giacomo 

and Vincenza Bologna and minor child, 
Pasquale Bologna; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAREY: 
H.R. 9842. A bill for the relief of Nina 

Gemma SinQ.gra; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. . 

By Mr. O'NEILL Of Massachusetts: 
iI.R. 9843. A bill !or the relief of Luciana 

Ernesto· Rodrigues Decastro; to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, 
80. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 

the Board of Supervisors, county of Santa 
Barbara, Calif., relative to the establishment 
of an on drilllng sanctuary offshore of the 
cl ty of Santa Barbare., a.nd to e&tliblisb a 
moratorium for 1 year on oil leasing in the 
Santa Barbara Channel, which was referred 
to the Committee on Interior and -Insular 
~airs. 

E ~ T E _N S I 0 N S · ~ F R E M A R. KS 

, Rumanian Independence Day . 

EXTENSION OF REM~KS 
OF 

HON. ROBERT TAFT, JR. 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 10, 1967 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. Speaker, May 10 is 
the national holiday of the Rumanian 
people, celebrated by Rumanian organi
zations throughout the world. After cen
turies of oppressive domination by the 
Ottoman Empire, the Rumanian people 
had at long last· achieved their much 
desired freedom and nation independ
ence. Today marks the 90th anniversary 
of that event. 

Unfortunately, the Rumanian people 
today live in a state of national oppres
sion, victims of the vile infection ot 
communism. Rumania along with many 
of her Eastern European counterparts 
was swallowed up by the tyranny of 
communism following World War II. 

Let us all express a common wish that 
the forces o{ Rumanian unity with the 
West will increase and that in the course 
of time the Rumanian people will enjoy 
the national independence they so richly 

deserve. Today we join with Rumanians 
who are captive in their homeland in 
hoping for the dawn of a new time, when 
freedom will return to their country. 

Rumanian Nationa~ Independence 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. ROMAN C. PUCINSKI 
01' ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 10, 1967 

Mr . . PUCINSKI. Mr. Speaker, today, 
May 10, we commemorate the anniver
sary of the proclamation of Rumanian 
independence. On this date, in 18'77, the 
Rumanian .Parliament declared Ru
mania totally independent of the Turkish 
Ottoman Empire, after having endured 
centuries of persecution, oppression, and 
hardship. In 1856 Rumania had secured 
a status of autonomy from the Turks 
who by then had begun to feel the symp
toms of decline. Even so, the Ottomans 
exacted an -annual tribute from the Ru
manians. 

Ten· years later, Rumanians elected as 
prince, Charles of Hohenzollern-Sig:. 

fuaringen; at the same, time a ne~ con
stitution was instituted to ·which Prince 
Charles subscribed. This constitution was 
based on ,the Belgium Charter of 1851. 
and provided for upper and lower legis
lative bodies and gave the prince an 
unconditional veto on all legislation. 

The existence of the Turkish tribute 
served to overburden the economic and 
social system of. Rumania. When the 
Russo-Turkish War broke out in 1877, 
Rumanians were overjoyed. They werP. 
confident that Russia would crush Tur
key, gain for Rumania complete freedom 
from Turkey, and at the same time, re
spect Rumania's territorial integrity. 
Thus, it was that on May 10, 1877, thA 
Parliament passed the resolution declar
ing Rumania's independence from Tur
key, gain for Rumania complete freedom 
by the Treaty of Berlin in 1878, albeit 
with certain harsh territorial encroach
ments, to the benefit of Russia. 

Mr. Speaker, I am happy to salute 
the Rumanian people and their persever
ance and courage in attaining independ
ence from outside domination. It is our 
firm belief that Rumanians will per
severe still in their struggles against out
side domination and will one day soon 
take their ·proper position on the world 
stage of free nations. 
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